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The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. BECERRA, Acting Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
2643) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2829, FINANCIAL SERVICES 
AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 

Mr. CARDOZA, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–213) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 517) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2829) making appropria-
tions for financial services and general 
government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2669, COL-
LEGE COST REDUCTION ACT OF 
2007 

(Mr. CARDOZA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, the 
Rules Committee is expected to meet 
the week of July 9 to grant a rule 
which may structure the amendment 
process for floor consideration of H.R. 
2669, the College Cost Reduction Act of 
2007. 

Members who wish to offer an amend-
ment to this bill should submit 30 cop-
ies of the amendment and a brief de-
scription of the amendment to the 
Rules Committee in H–312 in the Cap-
itol no later than 11 a.m. on Tuesday, 
July 3. Members are strongly advised 
to adhere to the amendment deadline 
to ensure the amendments receive due 
consideration. 

Amendments should be drafted to the 
bill as reported by the Committee on 
Education and Labor. A copy of that 
bill is posted on the Web site of the 
Rules Committee. 

Amendments should be drafted by 
Legislative Counsel and should be re-
viewed by the Office of the Parliamen-
tarian to be sure that the amendments 
comply with the rules of the House. 
Members are also strongly encouraged 
to submit their amendments to the 
Congressional Budget Office for anal-
ysis regarding possible PAYGO viola-
tions. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 514 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2643. 

b 1841 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2643) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. BECERRA (Act-
ing Chairman) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. When the 

Committee of the Whole rose earlier 
today, amendment No. 23 printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PEARCE 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PEARCE: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following: 
TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 

PROVISIONS 
SEC. 601. No funds made available in or 

through this Act may be used for the contin-
ued operation of the Mexican Wolf Recovery 
program. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 
point of order against the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. PEARCE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment to stop a 
program that has been a failure. Let 
the record be clear. After more than 10 
years of failed attempts to reintroduce 
Mexican wolves, it is now time to call 
an end to this program. 

I am speaking of the Mexican Wolf 
Recovery Program operated by the 
Fish and Wildlife Service in New Mex-
ico and Arizona. Since the 1998 release 
of these captive bred wolves into the 
Blue Range Wolf Recovery area, this 
program has attempted to restore a 
population of wolves into the area, all 
while providing no compensation to 
ranchers for their livestock losses and 
all in the face of nearly unified local 
public opinion against the program. 

Promises were made that the wolves 
would be restricted to the wilderness 

area of the Gila Mountains, but instead 
we have seen wolves as far away as 
Tularosa, New Mexico, almost 200 miles 
away. 

To date this program has spent near-
ly $14 million and as of today has only 
58 wolves in the wild; $14 million, 10 
years, and 58 wolves in the wild. 

b 1845 
Of these 58 wolves in the wild, we 

now are on a pace to remove 12 this 
year because they’re problems. 

Chart number 1 that I brought up 
today highlights the increasing rate of 
removal of the wolves from the wild be-
cause they’re killing too much live-
stock and they’re endangering people 
and pets in the district that I rep-
resent. 

In 2005, the Service removed four 
problem wolves. In 2006, it removed 
eight. In 2007, we’re on a pace to re-
move 12 wolves, 12 out of 58. If the 
Service has to remove 12 wolves this 
year, 20 percent of the wolves in the re-
covery area, how can anyone classify 
as a success a program where this 
many of the wolves are being a danger 
to ranchers and livestock? 

I would add that the wolves that are 
released into New Mexico are the 
wolves that have killed too many ani-
mals over in Arizona. So New Mexico 
gets the benefit of having the most 
dangerous wolves released into the Sec-
ond District. 

Secondly, I would like to go to a 
chart that shows the horse, Six. In this 
shot, on the left side, Stacy Miller, 8 
years old, is riding her horse, Six. This 
picture was taken 2 weeks before this 
picture. This picture on the right indi-
cates her horse, Six, after the wolves 
finished with it. You see the ribs have 
been stripped completely clean. The 
hide is laying out here. That’s 2 weeks 
after the picture was made. This is in 
the Second District of New Mexico. 

And for those of you who want the 
feel-good feeling of releasing the 
wolves into the wild, let us release 
them into your daggone area instead of 
the area of southern New Mexico, 
where they represent a danger to the 
people of the Second District. If you 
aren’t willing to take them into your 
district, then why are you going to 
spend money to put them in our dis-
trict and endanger our people? 

I would like to draw your attention 
to another tremendous concern, the 
Durango pack, particularly the female, 
AF924, which we speak about, is stalk-
ing the home of a young woman named 
Micha. Micha Miller, not the same, is 
pictured here. Micha Miller is about 100 
yards from her front door pointing to a 
wolf print that is there in the dirt. 
What is startling about this picture is 
the gun which Micha is wearing while 
she goes about her chores. The Du-
rango pack of wolves have been in and 
around Micha’s house for so long that 
her parents insist that she carry this 
gun with her while she does her chores, 
works or plays in the yard. 

I am submitting for the RECORD a let-
ter from Micha asking Congress to end 
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this program that has put wolves in her 
front yard. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PEARCE: I am Micha 
Noel Miller the 13 year old that has to carry 
a firearm when I go outside. My parents and 
I have had the Durango Pack (AF924 & AM 
973) in our yard 5 times in the last 6 weeks. 
I hate the wolves in our yard because I feel 
that I am trapped in my house! I love to ride 
my horse, bike and walk around outside. 
Since the reintroduction of the Mexican Wolf 
I can no longer due any of these things with-
out being afraid. 

When we get home after dark my mom has 
to go feed our dogs and cats because I’m 
scared to go outside even though I know the 
wolves are 6 miles down the road and it 
doesn’t make a difference, I’m still afraid 
they are coming up behind me. I’m tired of 
looking over my shoulder and being scared 
all the time. I have even resorted to carrying 
a firearm, I’m still frightened of the wolves 
when they come in my yard. 

I have gone hunting with my dad alot. We 
have called in coyotes and even a bear and I 
wasn’t as scared as I was every time the 
wolves were in our yard. The coyotes and 
bears are more scared of you and will run 
away, but the wolves will just keep coming 
closer to you. They are not scared of hu-
mans!! I have had a wolf within 40 yards of 
me and I was so scared I couldn’t move. My 
older sister, A.J., came out and scared the 
wolf off finally. 

I have nightmares about the wolves at-
tacking my family & our pets. The Wolf Pro-
gram says you cannot shoot a wolf if it is at-
tacking your pet on private property. I don’t 
understand how the wolf program expects 
people to stand by and let the wolves kill 
their pets and not do anything to stop them. 
They think the wolves are more important 
than anything else, including human life! 

Congressman Pearce, I wish there was 
some way you could get the wolf program to 
remove the wolves. I just want to have a nor-
mal childhood where I can go outside and 
play anytime I want without being armed 
and worrying about wolves being in my yard. 

Thank you for your help, 
MICHA MILLER. 

Mr. Chairman, we will hear folks 
that will follow me talk about how 
healthy wolves have never attacked 
humans; I would say that they’re sim-
ply wrong. I will submit for the RECORD 
a list of recorded attacks by wolves on 
humans. These include healthy captive 
wolves, domestically bred wolves and 
wolf-dog hybrids. 

WOLF ATTACKS ON HUMANS 
(By T. R. Mader, Research Division) 

It has been widely discussed whether a 
healthy wild wolf has ever attacked a human 
on this continent. In fact, many say such at-
tacks have never occurred in North America. 

History states otherwise. Although attacks 
on humans are uncommon, they have oc-
curred on this continent, both in the early 
years of settlement and more recently. Here 
is one report: 

NEW ROCKFORD, DAK, March 7.—The news 
has just reached here that a father and son, 
living several miles northeast of this city, 
were destroyed by wolves yesterday. The two 
unfortunate men started to a haystack some 
ten rods from the house to shovel a path 
around the stack when they were surrounded 
by wolves and literally eaten alive. The hor-
ror-stricken mother was standing at the win-
dow with a babe in her arms, a spectator to 
the terrible death of her husband and son, 
but was unable to aid them. After they had 
devoured every flesh from the bones of the 
men, the denizens of the forest attacked the 

house, but retired to the hills in a short 
time. Investigation found nothing but the 
bones of the husband and son. The family 
name was Olson. Wolves are more numerous 
and dangerous now than ever before known 
in North Dakota. (Saint Paul Daily Globe, 
March 8, 1888) 

Here an account is reported which included 
an eyewitness and the family name. Some 
have reasoned the wolves were rabid. That is 
unlikely as these animals were functioning 
as a pack. A rabid wolf is a loner. Our re-
search has never found a single historical ac-
count of packs of rabid wolves on this con-
tinent. Individual animals are the norm. 
Further, accounts of rabid (hydrophobic) ani-
mals were common in that day and were re-
ported as such. 

The winters of 1886–1888 were very harsh. 
Many western ranchers went broke during 
these years. The harsh winter could have 
been a factor in the attack. 

Noted naturalists documented wolf attacks 
on humans. John James Audubon, of whom 
the Audubon Society is named, reported an 
attack involving 2 Negroes. He records that 
the men were traveling through a part of 
Kentucky near the Ohio border in winter. 
Due to the wild animals in the area the men 
carried axes on their shoulders as a pre-
caution. While traveling through a heavily 
forested area, they were attacked by a pack 
of wolves. Using their axes, they attempted 
to fight off the wolves. Both men were 
knocked to the ground and severely wound-
ed. One man was killed. The other dropped 
his axe and escaped up a tree. There he spent 
the night. The next morning the man 
climbed down from the tree. The bones of his 
friend lay scattered on the snow. Three 
wolves lay dead. He gathered up the axes and 
returned home with the news of the event. 
This incident occurred about 1830. (Audubon, 
J.J., and Bachman, J.; The Quadrupeds of 
North America, 3 volumes. New York, 1851– 
1854) 

George Bird Grinnell investigated several 
reported wolf attacks on humans. He dis-
missed many reports for lack of evidence. 
Grinnell did verify one attack. 

This occurrence was in northwestern Colo-
rado. An eighteen-year-old girl went out at 
dusk to bring in some milk cows. She saw a 
gray wolf on a hill as she went out for the 
cows. She shouted at the wolf to scare it 
away and it did not move. She then threw a 
stone at it to frighten it away. The animal 
snarled at her shouting and attacked her 
when she threw the stone at it. The wolf 
grabbed the girl by the shoulder, threw her 
to the ground and bit her severely on the 
arms and legs. She screamed and her broth-
er, who was nearby and armed with a gun, re-
sponded to the scene of the attack and killed 
the wolf. The wolf was a healthy young ani-
mal, barely full grown. Grinnell met this girl 
and examined her. She carried several scars 
from the attack. This attack occurred in 
summer about 1881. (Grinnell, G.B.; Trail and 
Campfire—Wolves and Wolf Nature, New 
York, 1897) 

In 1942, Michael Dusiak, section foreman 
for the Canadian Pacific Railway, was at-
tacked by a wolf while patrolling a section of 
track on a speeder (small 4–wheeled open 
railroad car). Dusiak relates, ‘‘It happened so 
fast and as it was still very dark, I thought 
an engine had hit me first. After getting up 
from out of the snow very quickly, I saw the 
wolf which was about fifty feet away from 
me and it was coming towards me, I grabbed 
the two axes (tools on the speeder), one in 
each hand and hit the wolf as he jumped at 
me right in the belly and in doing so lost one 
axe. Then the wolf started to circle me and 
got so close to me at times that I hit him 
with the head of the axe and it was only the 
wielding of the axe that kept him from me. 

All this time he was growling and gnashing 
his teeth. Then he would stop circling me 
and jump at me and I would hit him with the 
head of the axe. This happened five times 
and he kept edging me closer to the woods 
which was about 70 feet away. We fought this 
way for about fifteen minutes and I fought to 
stay out in the open close to the track. I hit 
him quite often as he came at me very fast 
and quick and I was trying to hit him a solid 
blow in the head for I knew if once he got me 
down it would be my finish. Then in the 
course of the fight he got me over onto the 
north side of the track and we fought there 
for about another ten minutes. Then a west 
bound train came along travelling about 
thirty miles an hour and stopped about half 
a train length west of us and backed up to 
where we were fighting. The engineer, fire-
man and brakeman came off the engine 
armed with picks and other tools, and killed 
the wolf.’’ 

It should be noted that this wolf was 
skinned and inspected by an Investigator 
Crichton, a Conservation Officer. His assess-
ment was that the animal was a young 
healthy wolf in good condition although it 
appeared lean. (‘‘A Record of Timber Wolf 
Attacking a Man,’’ JOURNAL OF 
MAMMOLOGY, Vol. 28, No. 3, August 1947) 

Common Man Institute, in cooperation 
with Abundant Wildlife Society of North 
America, has done extensive research on 
wolves and their history for several years. 
We have gathered evidence on wolf attacks 
which occurred in North America. 

A forester employed by the Province of 
British Colombia was checking some timber 
for possible harvest in the 1980s. He was met 
by a small pack of three wolves. The forester 
yelled at the wolves to frighten them away. 
Instead, the wolves came towards him in a 
threatening manner and he was forced to re-
treat and climb a nearby tree for safety. The 
wolves remained at the base of the tree. The 
forester had a portable radio, but was unable 
to contact his base, due to distance, until 
evening. When the call for help came in, two 
Conservation Officers with the Ministry of 
Environment were flown to the area by 
floatplane to rescue the treed forester. 

When the Conservation Officers arrived, 
the forester was still in the tree and one 
wolf, the apparent leader of the pack, was 
still at the base of the tree. The officers, 
armed with shotguns, shot at the wolf and 
missed. The wolf ran for cover and then 
started circling and howling near the two of-
ficers. After a couple missed shots, the wolf 
was finally shot and killed. 

The wolf tested negative for rabies. It ap-
peared healthy in every respect, but was 
very lean. The Conservation Officers felt the 
attack was caused by hunger. (Taped Inter-
views and a photo of the wolf on file at 
Abundant Wildlife Society of North Amer-
ica.) 

This is but one example from British Co-
lombia. Wolves overran Vancouver Island in 
the 1980s. Attacks became so common that 
articles were published in Canadian maga-
zines documenting such attacks. (Copies 
available upon request.) 

Wolf attacks on humans have occurred in 
national parks, too. In August 1987, a six-
teen-year-old girl was bitten by a wild wolf 
in Algonquin Provincial Park in Ontario. 
The girl was camping in the park with a 
youth group and shined a flashlight at the 
wolf. The wolf reacted to the light by biting 
the girl on the arm. That bite was not hard 
and due to the thick sweater and sweatshirt 
the girl was wearing, she sustained two 
scratch marks on her arm. The wolf was shot 
by Natural Resources personnel and tested 
negative for rabies. (Interview with Ron 
Tozer, Park Naturalist for Algonquin Pro-
vincial Park, 7/25/88.) 
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Well-known wolf biologist Dr. David Mech 

took issue with this attack stating it 
couldn’t really be considered an authentic 
attack since the girl wasn’t injured more se-
verely. It was exactly nine years when such 
an attack would take place. 

Algonquin Provincial Park is one of sev-
eral areas where people are encouraged to 
‘‘howl’’ at the wolves in hopes of a response 
from the wild wolves in the area. In August, 
1996, the Delventhal family of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, were spending a nine-day fam-
ily vacation in Algonquin and joined a group 
of Scouts in ‘‘howling’’ at the wolves. They 
were answered by the howl of a solitary wolf. 

That night the Delventhals decided to 
sleep out under the stars. Young Zachariah 
was dreaming when he suddenly felt excru-
ciating pain in his face. A lone wolf had bit 
him in the face and was dragging him from 
his sleeping bag. Zach screamed and Tracy, 
Zach’s Mother, raced to his side and picked 
him up, saturating her thermal shirt with 
blood from Zach’s wounds. 

The wolf stood menacingly less than a yard 
away. Tracy yelled at her husband, Thom, 
who leapt from his sleeping bag and charged 
the wolf. The wolf retreated and then 
charged at Tracy and Zach. The charges were 
repeated. Finally the wolfleft. Thom turned 
a flashlight on 11-year-old Zach and gasped 
‘‘Oh, my God!’’ ‘‘The boy’s face had been 
ripped open. His nose was crushed. Parts of 
his mouth and right cheek were torn and 
dangling. Blood gushed from puncture 
wounds below his eyes, and the lower part of 
his right ear was missing.’’ Zach was taken 
to a hospital in Toronto where a plastic sur-
geon performed four hours of reconstructive 
surgery. Zach received more than 80 stitches 
in his face. 

Canadian officials baited the Delventhals’ 
campsite and captured and destroyed a 60-lb 
wild male wolf. No further attacks have oc-
curred since. (Cook, Kathy; ‘‘Night of the 
Wolf’’ READER’S DIGEST, July 1997, pp. 
114–119.) 

Humans have been attacked by wolves in 
Alaska. The late David Tobuk carried scars 
on his face from a wolf attack on him as a 
small child. The incident occurred around 
the turn of the century in interior Alaska. 
David was playing in his village near a river. 
An old wolf came into the village and bit 
David in the face and started to carry him 
off. Other Eskimos saw the wolf dragging the 
child off and started yelling and screaming. 
The wolf dropped the child and was shot by 
an old Eskimo trapper who had a gun. (Inter-
view with Frank Tobuk, brother, Bettles, 
Alaska, December 1988.) 

Paul Tritt, an Athabascan Indian, was at-
tacked by a lone wolf while working a trap 
line. Paul was setting a snare, looked up and 
saw a wolf lunging at him. He threw his arm 
up in front of his face and it was bitten se-
verely by the wolf. A struggle ensued. Tritt 
was able to get to his sled, grab a gun and 
kill the wolf. Nathaniel Frank, a companion, 
helped Tritt wash the wound with warm 
water. Frank took Tritt, via dog sled, to 
Fort Yukon to see a doctor. The arm healed, 
but Tritt never regained full use of it. Sev-
eral years later, the arm developed problems 
and had to be amputated. (Interview with 
Paul Tritt, Venetie, Alaska, November, 1988) 

Two wolf attacks on humans occurred in 
2000. 

Icy Bay, Alaska.—Six-year-old John Sten-
glein and a nine-year-old friend were playing 
outside his family’s trailer at a logging camp 
when a wild wolf came out of the woods to-
wards the boys. The boys ran and the wolf 
attacked young Stenglein from the back, 
biting him on the back and buttocks. Adults, 
hearing the boy’s screams, came and chased 
the wolf away. The wolf returned a few mo-
ments later and was shot. According to Alas-

ka Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) 
officials, the wolf was a healthy wild wolf 
that apparently attacked without provo-
cation. The boy was flown to Yakutat and 
recieved stitches there for his wounds. Later, 
however, the bites became infected and the 
boy had to be hospitalized. (Reports and 
Interviews on file and available upon re-
quest.) 

Vargas Island, British Colombia.—Univer-
sity student, Scott Langevin, 23, was on a 
kayak trip with friends. They camped out on 
a beach and, about 1 AM, Langevin awoke 
with something pulling on his sleeping bag. 
He looked out and came face to face with a 
wild wolf. Langevin yelled at the wolf and it 
attacked, biting him on the hand. Langevin 
attempted to force the wolf toward a nearby 
campfire, but as he turned, the wolf jumped 
on his back and started biting him on the 
back of his head. Friends, hearing his yells, 
came to his aid and scared the wolf away. 
Fifty (50) stitches were required to close the 
wound on Langevin’s head. British Colombia 
Ministry of Environment officials speculate 
the reason for the attack was due to the 
wolves occasionally being fed by humans al-
though there was no evidence that Langevin 
or any of his party fed these animals. (Re-
ports and Interviews on file and available 
upon request.) 

This is but a brief summary of a few 
verifiable accounts of attacks on humans by 
healthy wild wolves in North American his-
tory. 

Biologists tell us that the wolves of Asia 
and North America are one and the same 
species. Wolf attacks are common in many 
parts of Asia. 

The government of India reported more 
than 100 deaths attributable to wolves in one 
year during the eighties. (Associated Press, 
1985) This author recalls a news report in 1990 
in which Iran reported deaths from attacks 
by wolves. 

Rashid Jamsheed, a U.S. trained biologist, 
was the game director for Iran. He wrote a 
book entitled ‘‘Big Game Animals of Iran 
(Persia).’’ In it he made several references to 
wolf attacks on humans. Jamsheed says that 
for a millennia people have reported wolves 
attacking and killing humans. In winter, 
when starving wolves grow bold, they have 
been known to enter towns and kill people in 
daylight on the streets. Apparently, in Iran, 
there are many cases of wolves running off 
with small children. There is also a story of 
a mounted and armed policeman (gendarme) 
being followed by 3 wolves. In time he had to 
get off his horse to attend to nature’s call, 
leaving his rifle in the scabbard. A later re-
construction at the scene of the gnawed 
bones and wolf tracks indicated that the 
horse had bolted and left the man defense-
less, whereupon he was killed and eaten. 

A Russian Linguist, Will Graves, provided 
our organization with reports of wolves kill-
ing Russian people in many areas of that 
country. Reports indicate some of the wolves 
were diseased while others appeared healthy. 
(Reports on file and available upon request.) 

Reports have also come from rural China. 
The official Zinhua News Agency reported 
that a peasant woman, Wu Jing, snatched 
her two daughters from the jaws of a wolf 
and wrestled with the animal until rescuers 
arrived. Wu slashed at the wolf with a sickle 
and it dropped one daughter, but grabbed her 
sister. It was then Wu wrestled with the ani-
mal until herdsmen came and drove the 
beast away. This incident occurred near 
Shenyang City, about 380 miles northeast of 
Beijing. (Chronicle Features, 1992) 

The question arises: ‘‘Why so many at-
tacks in Asia and so few in North America?’’ 
Two factors must be considered: 

1. The Philosophy of Conservation—Our 
forefathers always believed that they had 

the right and obligation to protect their live-
lihoods. Considerable distance was necessary 
between man and wolf for the wolf to sur-
vive. 

2. Firearms—Inexpensive, efficient weap-
ons gave man the upper hand in the protec-
tion of his livelihood and for the taking of 
wolves. 

Milton P. Skinner in his book, ‘‘The Yel-
lowstone Nature Book’’ (published 1924) 
wrote, ‘‘Most of the stories we hear of the fe-
rocity of these animals . . . come from Eu-
rope. There, they are dangerous because they 
do not fear man, since they are seldom hunt-
ed except by the lords of the manor. In 
America, the wolves are the same kind, but 
they have found to their bitter cost that 
practically every man and boy carries a rifle 
. . .’’ 

Skinner was correct. The areas of Asia 
where wolf attacks occur on humans are the 
same areas where the people have no fire-
arms or other effective means of predator 
control. 

But . . . ‘‘Biologists claim there are no 
documented cases of healthy wild wolves at-
tacking humans.’’ 

What they really mean is there are no 
‘‘documented’’ cases by their criteria which 
excludes historical accounts. Here’s an ex-
ample. 

Rabid wolves were a frightening experience 
in the early years due to their size and the 
seriousness of being bit, especially before a 
vaccine was developed. The bitten subject 
usually died a slow, miserable death. There 
are numerous accounts of rabid wolves and 
their activities. Early Army forts have med-
ical records of rabid wolves coming into the 
posts and biting several people before being 
killed. Most of the people bitten died slow, 
horrible deaths. Additionally, early histor-
ical writings relate personal accounts. This 
author recalls one historical account telling 
of a man being tied to a tree and left to die 
because of his violent behavior with rabies 
after being bitten by a wolf. Such deaths left 
profound impressions on eyewitnesses of 
those events. 

Dr. David Mech, USFWS wolf biologist, 
states there are no ‘‘documented’’ cases of 
rabid wolves below the fifty seventh latitude 
north (near Whitehorse, Yukon Territory). 
When asked what ‘‘documented’’ meant, he 
stated, ‘‘The head of the wolf must be re-
moved, sent to a lab for testing and found to 
be rabid.’’ 

Those requirements for documentation ne-
gate all historical records! 

As with rabid wolves, the biologist can say, 
‘‘There are no ‘documented’ cases of wild 
healthy wolves attacking humans.’’ In order 
to be ‘‘documented’’ these unreasonable cri-
teria must be met: 

1. The wolf has to be killed, examined and 
found to be healthy. 

2. It must be proven that the wolf was 
never kept in captivity in its entire life. 

3. There must be eyewitnesses to the at-
tack. 

4. The person must die from their wounds 
(bites are generally not considered attacks 
according to the biologists). 

That is a ‘‘documented’’ attack. 
Such criteria make it very difficult to doc-

ument any historical account of a wolf at-
tack on a human! 

Biologists assume when a wolf attacks a 
human, that there must be something wrong 
with the wolf. It’s either been in captivity or 
it’s sick or whatever. They don’t examine 
the evidence in an unbiased manner or use 
historical tests. 

Historically, there are four reasons for 
wolf attacks on humans: 

1. Disease such as rabies. 
2. Extreme hunger. 
3. Familiarity/Disposition—This is an ei-

ther/or situation. Familiarity is the zoo set-
ting, captive wolves, etc. Disposition is a 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7155 June 26, 2007 
particularly aggressive wolf which may not 
fear man as most wolves do. 

4. In the heat of the chase and kill—This is 
where a hiker, trapper or whoever disturbs a 
fresh chase and kill by wolves. The person 
walks into the scene only to be attacked by 
the wolves. 

It is our belief that a predator’s fear of 
man is both instinctive and learned behav-
ior. For example, wolves raised as pets or in 
zoos are well documented to attack and kill 
humans. 

Alyshia Berzyck, of Minnesota, was at-
tacked and killed by a wolf on a chain on 
June 3, 1989. The wolf tore up her kidney, 
liver and bit a hole through her aorta. One 
month later, on July 1, 1989, Peter Lemke, 5, 
lost 12 inches of his intestine and colon and 
suffered bites to his stomach, neck, legs, 
arms and back in another wolf attack in 
Kenyon, Minnesota. (Reports on file and 
available upon request.) 

Zoos carry abundant records of wolf at-
tacks on people, particularly children. The 
child climbs the enclosure fence to pet the 
‘‘dog’’ and is attacked. 

Zoos and domestic settings are unnatural 
in that they place man and wolf in close 
proximity and they become accustomed to 
each other. Consequently attacks occur. 

Today predator control is very restricted 
in scope, and as a result, attacks on humans 
by predators are becoming more common. In 
recent years, healthy coyotes in Yellowstone 
Park have attacked humans. Similar attacks 
have occurred in the National Parks of Can-
ada. 

On January 14, 1991, a healthy mountain 
lion attacked and killed an eighteen-year-old 
high school senior, Scott Lancaster, in Idaho 
Springs, Colorado. The boy was jogging on a 
jogging path within the city limits of the 
town when the lion attacked and killed him. 
(Report on file at Abundant Wildlife Society 
of North America) 

OTHER REPORTED WOLF ATTACKS IN THE WILD 

1. Comox Valley, British Colombia—1986— 
While driving a tractor, Jakob Knopp was 
followed by three wolves to his barn. They 
didn’t leave, but kept snarling and showing 
their teeth. Knopp ran to his barn, retreived 
a rifle and had to shoot two of the three 
wolves before the third left the area. 

2. George Williams, a retired sailor heard a 
commotion in his chicken coup one night. 
Thinking it was raccoons he took his single 
shot 22 rifle and headed for the coup. He 
rounded his fishing boat and trailer when a 
wolf leaped at him. He instinctively reacted 
with a snap shot with the rifle and dropped 
the wolf. A second wolf came at him before 
he could reload and George swung the rifle 
and struck the wolf across the head, stun-
ning it. George retreated to the house until 
morning and found the wolf he had shot, the 
other was gone. 

3. Clarence Lewis was picking berries on a 
logging road about a mile from Knopp’s farm 
when he faced four wolves. Lewis yelled at 
them, two left and the other two advanced 
towards him. He took a branch and took a 
couple of threatening steps at them. They 
went into the brush and stayed close to him. 
Lewis faced the wolves and walked backward 
for two miles until he reached his car. 

4. Don Hamilton, Conservation Officer at 
Nanaimo went to investigate a livestock 
killing by wolves. Wolves had killed a num-
ber of sheep in a pasture and Don went out 
to examine the kills. He came upon the scene 
and saw a large gray wolf feeding on one of 
the sheep. The wolf looked at him, growled 
and started running towards him at full 
speed. The wolf was over 100 yards away and 
never broke stride as it approached Don. At 
approximately 15 feet, Don shot the wolf to 

stop its attack. Don, who has many years ex-
perience with wolves, stated that he was con-
vinced that the wolf was going to attack him 
because of its growling, snarling and aggres-
sive behavior. 

5. In 1947, a man was hunting cougar on 
Vancouver Island and was attacked by a 
pack of seven wolves. The man backed 
against a tree and shot the leader of the 
pack. The pack instantly tore the animal to 
shreds while the hunter made his escape. 

6. Clarence Lindley was reportedly at-
tacked by a 125-pound timber wolf. The inci-
dent occurred in early November, 1992 on the 
Figure 4 Ranch in Dunn County, North Da-
kota. Lindley was hunting horseback when 
the wolf attacked Lindley’s horse causing it 
to jump and fall. Lindley was able to grab 
his saddle gun, a lever action Winchester 94, 
as the horse fell. The horse recovered its bal-
ance and Lindley found himself face to face 
with a snarling wolf. ‘‘My heart was pound-
ing,’’ said Lindley, ‘‘I could see those big 
teeth. He was less than five feet away. . . He 
meant business; he wasn’t going to back 
off.’’ Lindley fired his rifle at point blank 
range and killed the wolf with a shot to the 
neck. Lindley left the wolf since he couldn’t 
get his horse close to it. On return to his 
hunting camp, his hunter friends failed to 
believe the account. They returned to the 
scene and skinned the wolf. The pelt was a 
flawless black and gray pelt measuring seven 
and a half feet from its feet to its snout. Its 
bottom teeth measured one and a half 
inches; top teeth—one and a quarter inches. 
The North Dakota Game and Fish Depart-
ment (NDGF) confiscated the hide and head 
of the wolf and took it to the U. S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) for determination 
of its species. Tests revealed that the wolf 
was non-rabid. The wolf was thought to have 
come from Canada. (Reports on file and 
available upon request.) 

WOLF ATTACKS ON HUMANS (DOMESTIC 
INCIDENTS) 

1. In the 1970s, John Harris, a Californian, 
toured the nation with ‘‘tame’’ wolves to 
promote public sympathy for preserving 
wolves. In July, 1975, ‘‘Rocky,’’ one of Har-
ris’’ wolves, attacked a one-year-old girl by 
biting her in the face. The girl was brought 
close to the wolf for a picture, an action en-
couraged by Harris. 

2. In Maryland, a man kept a wolf in his 
basement and this animal turned and sav-
agely bit and clawed his two-year-old son. 

3. In New York City, a wolf bit a woman as 
it approached her. 

4. At a zoo in Idaho, a little girl walked up 
to a cage housing a wolf and reached through 
the bars to pet the wolf. The wolf bit the 
arm. The arm had to be amputated. 

5. Mr. Edward Rucciuti, former curator of 
publications for the New York Zoological So-
ciety and author of KILLER ANIMALS, per-
sonally witnessed a 12-year-old boy savagely 
attacked in the Bronx Zoo. This boy climbed 
a high fence in order to pet the wolves. The 
wolves (male and 2 females) immediately at-
tacked the boy, ripping at the boy’s clothing 
and flesh. The boy instinctively curled up in 
a ball, protecting his head, chest and abdo-
men. He then crawled into the moat in front 
of the exhibit with the wolves chewing his 
back and legs. Once the boy made it to the 
water, the wolves ceased their attack. The 
boy crawled out of the moat and collapsed. 
Mr. Rucciuti was amazed that the boy was 
still alive due to the severity of the bites. 

6. San Diego Zoo (1971) A 15-year-old boy 
climbed the fence and tried to take a short-
cut across the exhibit. He didn’t know there 
were wolves in the exhibit and tried to run 
when he saw them. The wolves grabbed him 
by the leg attempting to drag him off. The 
boy grabbed a tree and hung on. Two by-

standers jumped in the enclosure and at-
tacked the wolves with tree branches. The 
wolves did not attack the two men, but con-
tinued to maul the boy. Dragging the boy 
and swinging their clubs, the boy was pulled 
out of the enclosure. The wolves in the en-
closure were all young animals and it was 
thought that if the animals were mature, the 
boy would have died before being rescued. 

7. A few months after the attack on the 
boy (#6), a man scaled the fence and swung 
his arms in the exhibit to get the attention 
of the wolves and got it by being bitten se-
verely on both arms. 

8. 1973—Another boy tried to cross the 
same compound and was attacked, a security 
guard shot and killed one of the wolves, and 
the other fled as the boy was pulled to safe-
ty. 

9. 1975—Small zoo in Worcester, Massachu-
setts, a two-year-old lad was savagely bitten 
on the leg when it slipped through an enclo-
sure opening. The boy’s mother and 2 men 
could not pull the boy free. The wolves did 
not stop ripping the boy’s leg apart until a 
railroad tie was thrown in the midst ofthe 
wolves. 

10. 1978—A wolf bit a child in Story, Wyo-
ming. The wolfwas penned at a local veteri-
nary clinic for observation. During that 
time, the wolf escaped its pen and killed a 
young calf. Wyoming law prohibits the keep-
ing of wild animals as pets, so the animal 
was shipped to Ohio, where it had come from. 
The owner of the wolf went to Ohio and 
brought the wolf back to Wheatland, Wyo-
ming. It was reported the wolf attacked and 
killed a child in that area shortly thereafter. 

11. September, 1981—A two-year-old boy 
was mauled to death by an 80-lb, 3-year old 
female wolf in Ft. Wayne, Michigan. The boy 
wandered within the chain length of the 
wolf. 

12. August 2, 1986 (Fergus Falls, Min-
nesota)—A 17-month-old boy reached and 
grabbed the fencing which kept his father’s 
pet wolves enclosed. One wolf immediately 
grabbed the boy’s hand and bit it off. The 
mother was at the scene and received lacera-
tions freeing the child from the wolf. 

13. July 1988 (Minnesota Zoo)—A teenage 
volunteer reached through the wire fence to 
pet a wolf and was bitten. The wolf was put 
to sleep and tested for rabies negative. 

14. May 15, 1989—2-year-old Timothy 
Bajinski was bitten by a wolf hybrid in his 
mother’s Staten Island, New York backyard. 
Mrs. Bajinski has been charged with keeping 
a wild animal. 

15. May 1989—Lucas Wilken was bitten by 
two wolf hybrids in Adams County, CO (Den-
ver Area). 

16. June 3, 1989—Three year old Alyshia 
Berczyk was attacked and killed by a wolf in 
Forest Lake, Minnesota. The wolf had bitten 
her severely and had injured her kidneys, 
liver and bit through her aorta. Alyshia was 
playing in a backyard when she got too close 
to the chained wolf that grabbed her dress 
and pulled her down, attacking her. 

17. July 1, 1989 (Kenyon, Minnesota)—Peter 
Lemke, age 5, attempted to pet a chained 
wolf and was attacked. He lost 12 inches of 
his intestine and colon, suffered a tear in his 
stomach, and bite wounds on his arms, legs, 
buttocks and neck. While being life-flighted 
to the hospital, Pete arrested 3 times but 
was saved by medical personnel. The Lemkes 
have incurred over $200,000 in hospital bills. 
Pete has a colostomy bag, but doctors are 
hopeful they can re-attach his colon and get 
it to function normally in later surgeries. 

18. September 3, 1989—A wolf and a dog en-
tered a corral belonging to Leona Geppfart of 
Caldwell, ID and attacked a 6-month-old 400- 
pound Hereford calf. Geppfart attempted to 
scare the animals away and they turned on 
her and she retreated to her house. A short 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7156 June 26, 2007 
time later, a law enforcement officer arrived 
and as he approached the corral, the wolf 
lunged at him. The officer stopped the ani-
mal with his shotgun. 

Note: This list of wolf attacks is by no 
means exhaustive. They are simply listed to 
show that attacks have occurred both in the 
wild and other settings. 

Furthermore, while attacks by 
healthy wolves may not be common, 
the deep concern for wolves which have 
contracted rabies is a real threat. 
Right now, in Catron County, New 
Mexico, which is the heart of the wolf 
program, we have had new outbreaks of 
rabies among foxes. As everyone who 
has seen Old Yeller knows, rabies is a 
devastating disease which can cause 
tremendous harm. Because of the prox-
imity of wolves to the population of 
New Mexico this year, the Fish and 
Wildlife Service took the extraordinary 
step of publishing a wolf tip card. Now, 
for the Fish and Wildlife Service to put 
out a card and distribute it in your dis-
trict telling you to be careful and tell-
ing you what to do if you come up 
against one of these threats, you would 
feel that it should not be happening in 
your district. 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, the fol-
lowing material are letters I have received 
from my constituents and other concerned citi-
zens of southwestern New Mexico and south-
eastern Arizona regarding the reintroduction of 
the Mexican Wolf. 

Since the reintroduction of the Mexican Wolf 
in 1998, the residents of my Congressional 
District have been plagued by problems asso-
ciated with the release. Not only do ranchers 
suffer economic hardship due to wolves prey-
ing on their livestock, but countless family pets 
have been lost including dogs and horses. As 
the wolves become less afraid of man every 
year, I fear they will eventually prey upon hu-
mans. 

To date, the program has yielded 58 
wolves, 20 percent of which will be removed 
as problem animals, at a $14 million cost to 
the taxpayers. That is $242,000 spent per 
wolf. 

These are some of our wolf experiences in 
the past 7.5 years. I don’t think we have had 
a decent nights sleep since this program 
began. 

2003—Wolf notes Monday May 19 to Tues-
day May 28. 

TUESDAY, MAY 20, 2003 12:42 p.m. 
Subject: wolves are back 

No sooner that I griped to the Game Com-
mission’s about the release of our old friend 
from the Campbell Blue pack, F 592 into the 
wilderness again that she shows up here 
again. John Oakleaf called last May 19 about 
9 p.m. with the happy news that they were 
with our cows and calves. 

We were missing 2 calves since Friday and 
wolf tracks are everywhere but everything 
was OK when I checked this morning and 
this afternoon nothing but tracks. Life gets 
just a whole lot more complicated with them 
around. How many times can you say I told 
you so to the FWS, they can’t stop believing 
that releasing heavily pregnant wolves into 
the Wilderness will keep them there, it 
doesn’t and it hasn’t and it never will. 
Changing the name just buffalo’s the public 
into thinking there are new wolves out 
there. The new name for F 592 and her new 
mate was the Sycamore pack. The only good 
news is she should have had her puppies last 
week or maybe two weeks ago and she prob-
ably killed them if she traveled this far. 

Ivy, my 14 year old daughter rode her paint 
mare up to the top of the hill by the house 
this morning like she always does and met 
up with both wolves. She said they wouldn’t 
leave her alone and squared off with her at 
about 30 feet away. She didn’t want to turn 
her back on them so she shot and reloaded 
and shot her single shot 22 off in the air a 
couple times and they finally scuttled down 
the hill into Turkey Run in front of her. 

She was pretty excited and not a little 
scared when she came in. I on the other hand 
am livid and a lot scared. My kids shouldn’t 
have to be held up by a pair of wolves on a 
ride 1⁄4 mile from the house. 

LAURA. 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 21, 2003 1:17 p.m. 

Subject: wolf update Rafter Spear 5–20&21 
We caught them on the cows and calves 

last evening May 20, 2003 around 7 p.m. and 
they had them bunched up trying to get a 
calf out the calves were either crying or 
sucking, we were just in time. We ran them 
off all of 50 feet and started driving the cows 
down the canyon on foot. 

I left Matt with the cows and the 30–30 and 
went up the other canyon to check the other 
cows. On the way, I met Dan the wolf guy 
and told him to hurry up, the wolves were 
following Matt and he might just have to 
shoot one since they are following him so 
close. I stopped at the house to get a blanket 
for Miles since it was getting cold and he was 
asleep in the jeep, thank goodness. I also 
told the girls to saddle up and go help dad 
move those cows. Which they did. 

Over the ridge I found a bagged up cow 
with wolf tracks nearby and all the other 
cows were far enough up the other canyon 
and still all right with no sign of wolf activ-
ity around them. I went on to 74 and check 
the other cattle thankfully the wolves 
hadn’t been there yet. 

By the time I got back to the turnoff to 
the house, where Matt and the girls left the 
cows, Matt was way off ahead on the road 
home and Dan was parked in the flat near 
the turnoff to our house with our cows. I 
picked up Matt and he said to go back and 
let him talk to Dan. He didn’t apologize for 
yelling at him earlier but let it be known he 
didn’t totally blame Dan for the situation. 
Dan said he was going to stay in the cows all 
night and we told him to come to the house 
and eat first. He said OK. 

He called an hour later {satellite phone} 
and said the wolves were in the calves again 
and he wasn’t coming in to eat. By then it 
was 10 p.m. so I made him supper and coffee 
and we took it out to him. He said they were 
all over the cows and calves and howling at 
him because they were frustrated and he was 
firing rubber bullets at them. He only had 
enough light to set one trap though. Since he 
was OK we went home to sleep because after 
learning they were in the cattle the night be-
fore we pretty much stayed awake all night. 

Woke up at 4 a.m. finally got up at 4:30 and 
Dan showed up at 5:15 with some good news, 
he caught the male about 20 minutes before 
in the single trap he had managed to set the 
evening before. Apparently Dan has been im-
proving as a trapper since our Dec. 99 experi-
ence with Campbell Blue pack which in-
cluded F 592. 

Melissa, Ted Turners wolf biologist, was 3 
hours away with a cage so we called our 
neighbor Jack Diamond and he sent his wife 
Kaye over with a kennel to put the trapped 
wolf in. 

We went back out and the female was still 
there with the male but not very close, it 
was breaking daylight by then. Dan gave the 
wolf a light sedative type drug so he would 
relax and not hurt himself in the trap. Matt 
went to check the cows in 74 where I had 
gone that night and I waited with Dan in 
case Kaye got there and Dan needed help 

loading the wolf. She did and Matt and Dan 
loaded him into the kennel right about the 
time Melissa showed up, so we sent that wolf 
home to Sevilletta. I made Dan keep 
Melissa’s kennel in case 592 was caught. 

The female 592 ran off but I am sure she 
stayed somewhere nearby, Dan looked 
around for her and then tried to sleep a few 
hours during the day they aren’t very active, 
thank goodness. The wolves had run him 
from calf to calf and canyon to canyon last 
night and he didn’t get much rest I am just 
grateful it wasn’t me but I may get a turn 
tonight. These livestock killers and problem 
wolves should not be turned out at all. 592 is 
the major stock killer of the pair and they 
were determined to get a calf. Dan didn’t let 
them and they actually howled at him about 
it. But they did manage to bite at least two 
calves before he could hit them with rubber 
bullets which seemed to have little effect. 

We are missing two calves one since about 
last Friday and one since Monday but 
haven’t found any wolf poop yet to see what 
is up with that. Probably won’t be confirmed 
though. One was about a week old and one 
was born Saturday to a cow that has never 
lost a calf, Matt saw it Sunday evening and 
it was fine then. 

Mad as we are about all this at least we 
had competent help and we are grateful for 
that. Why the hell they are re-releasing 
stock killers is beyond me. It is plain dumb 
and only makes the program look bad. 

LAURA. 
Update: wolves at the rafter spear 5–21–5–23 

The last few days the wolf story has slowed 
down a lot but the aftermath is still ongoing. 
After trapping the male, the female took off 
and is about 6 miles to the SW at last flight 
on Thursday. There are traps everywhere in 
preparation for her return. I understand they 
are trapping for her because of the incident 
with Ivy not the calf killing. I don’t care 
why but glad to hear there is a limit to how 
badly they can accost our kids. Nick Smith 
and Dan Stark also have a permit to shoot 
her if they have to. 

My problem is, this animal has a history 
here and has absolutely no fear it has men-
aced my daughter and followed my husband, 
who is not menaceable, or at least he 
thought he wasn’t until he was followed by 
wolves he was not allowed to shoot. Together 
they killed and ate two calves before we 
knew they were here and two bitten calves, 
they are swelled up and crippled we have 
shaved measured and taken pictures. 

One has more bites, on the flanks, side and 
head but they are superficial, the calf is in 
quite a bit of distress from bruising but 
hopefully will be fine. I imagine the times 
when Dan heard the cows get up and shined 
the spotlight on them and saw the wolf, he 
stopped the attacks. The next day there was 
a calf with a swollen front knee in the same 
bunch, after shaving we found wolf bites on 
the front and back legs. The knee is hot and 
three times bigger than the other, the wound 
on it is superficial but the trauma caused the 
swelling is severe and this calf may be ru-
ined. Both calves were in the bunch Dan 
guarded Tuesday night. If he hadn’t been 
there would probably be 4 missing calves and 
four tight bagged cows. I am glad he got to 
experience the mayhem one pair of wolves 
can attempt to wreck in just 12 hours. 

On a side note there is another injury from 
a calf caught in a trap this morning, nobody 
is to blame for that, We are grateful to have 
the traps out, but still, another injury. 

There was a small bunch of 11 cows and 
calves that were harassed by the pair, not in-
cluding the two that lost the calves. 

It has been some week. I have a dramatic 
picture for every day of the week. Yesterday 
the FS backburned from behind my house 
and it was pretty scary kind of like a vol-
cano going off on your back door. The results 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7157 June 26, 2007 
should be good though. We had good rep-
resentation from our government yesterday 
though. FWS, FS RITF and APHIS all on the 
porch at once. If we can find a piece of the 
space shuttle maybe NASA will come pay us 
a visit. 

It is hard to know where to begin since our 
emotions have run the gamut the past few 
days. Traps were set Tuesday after the male 
was caught and the female left for several 
days, she ended up on the Diamond Bar 
where Nick Smith tracked her for several 
days. He found one bitten calf probably from 
the trip over here a week prior. The calf was 
a month or two old so that is probably why 
they were still shy about killing it and stay-
ing there. 

The weekend was pretty good though, I 
went to town, 74 miles away on Saturday and 
bought groceries so the guys could be fed 
halfway decently while they worked and be-
lieve me they worked. Matt took Miles, he is 
5 and clipped cages below the house and Dan 
checked his traps and made a 20 mile circle 
hiking into diamond creek on foot trying to 
get a signal. He was unsuccessful but Nick 
Smith found her signal later that night west 
of the Links camp on the Diamond Bar. On 
Sunday, Matt and Dan rode into Round 
Mountain and packed salt. That afternoon 
everyone rested a bit between checking traps 
and gardening, painting, watching Kristie 
and her boyfriend and various other normal 
pursuits. 

She was back here Monday morning. Dan 
woke up checked his equipment, got a signal 
and took off. When I checked cows that day 
I got a signal that seemed pretty strong 
right in the cows up 74 draw and Dan’s truck 
was nearby. She pretty much stayed there 
all day with Dan tracking her along with 
Nick Smith who came in to help him. Dan 
came in that evening to make some phone 
calls and get something to eat. While he was 
on the phone, Matt and I went out and 
looked after the cows, one of us on either end 
of the bunch. She was there the whole time 
but we didn’t have a directional antenna and 
felt our job was to look after the cows not 
the wolf. 

Monday night and Tuesday, yesterday. Dan 
was up all night with her, most of the cattle 
were west about a mile he felt OK about 
leaving her alone until light, really there 
wasn’t much choice since she didn’t seem to 
be doing anything but hanging out in that 
area and it was pretty thick. Near morning 
he could hear coyotes making a heck of a 
ruckus in the draw she was up and thought 
that it was weird since he has been taught 
all his life that such wolf/coyote fraternizing 
behavior was abnormal. 

He hadn’t remembered or taken us seri-
ously when we had told him the coyotes 
saved her life in the winter of 1999/2000 when 
she was here last. She had nearly starved to 
death until she started hanging around with 
the coyotes. Kristie who was 15 at the time 
had ridden up on her and the wolf followed 
her part way back to the house. Kristie was 
really mad because she could see the wolf 
was half dead from hunger and going bald. It 
was so cold that winter she would cry on the 
mountain behind the house and we would 
hear her at night. She was there for 5 months 
until she moved to the neighbors on Canyon 
Creek and killed her first calf. Later that 
summer she moved to the Adobe which is 
north of us met with her old mate and really 
went to killing cattle. Those coyotes saved 
her life though and she was used to being 
around them. 

Anyway, Dan hiked into the draw to see 
what was up as soon as there was enough 
light and a cow with a full bag of milk met 
him on his way in. The bad news is 592 was 
on a cow that had calved a day or two before 
and she had killed the calf. The coyotes had 

found her and were trying to steal the car-
cass from her. He ran both the wolf and the 
coyotes, off the calf, found two pieces and 
packed them to the truck and brought them 
in to the house put them in the barn and 
called Wildlife Services. As Dan has found 
out, sometimes there is just nothing you can 
do about the killing even when you are 
watching just as close as you can and not 
sleeping or eating to do it. The wolf has 
every advantage even if you do have the 
technology. We were very lucky he found 
any remains of this calf. 

The calf was killed by the wolf, Wildlife 
Services verified it the hemorrhaging was 
way too bad to be coyote and the bite marks 
measured out. At least the few that weren’t 
eaten away. The calf was in two pieces it was 
a new heifer and had walked on it’s feet 
quite a bit before it was killed. The cow was 
one we were concerned about because she 
had taken off to have the calf as they all do. 
Apparently she didn’t hide well enough to 
fool the wolf. But as Dan can attest to, she 
was hidden from all human eyes pretty 
darned well. 

I had to go to Winston and get gas, so I 
took Dan and Nick some Orange juice that 
afternoon, Dan looked like crap and they 
were still tracking her. Dan was waiting for 
Nick to radio him and was trying to catch a 
catnap under the truck when I pulled up, so 
much for that nap. Johnny Anglin with Wild-
life Services arrived the same time I did. We 
left them to their business about 30 min 
later. On my way home I found a brand new 
calf in the same bunch of cows that the wolf 
had been living with the past couple days. I 
took pictures of it in case the calf showed up 
on a milk carton in the next day or two. The 
cow was eating her afterbirth in the pictures 
so she was doing her best to keep baby safe 
instinct is an amazing thing. It was a big old 
baby too. 

The wolf was shot this evening, the poor 
little old thing was laid out on the tailgate. 
She had big feet, a big head and big teeth 
and an extremely full belly. She did have a 
really ugly unhealthy looking coat in my 
opinion for something that had only come 
out of captivity a few weeks earlier. It had 
done nothing but follow her own survival in-
stinct as successfully as possible. This was a 
dumb mistake and a bad situation that 
didn’t have to happen. 

We all spent a week living and breathing 
this tragedy that resulted in three dead 
calves, 3 wolf injured calves a bunch of 
stressed out people one trapped wolf and one 
pathetic shot wolf. It cost us a full week 
away from earning any income milling and 
we are way behind, broke and extremely 
tired. It cost Dan his peace of mind and 
taught him the hard way what we have to 
deal with. Thankfully he retained his integ-
rity in spite of the mess and stress going on 
all around him. 

Thank goodness it is over for now. However 
I know the Francisco Pack will be re-re-
leased soon and am sure the same set of 
problems on a larger scale will be imminent 
as soon as that release takes place. Re-
releasing habitual stock killers is poor man-
agement and is only asking for trouble. Un-
fortunately so many of the employees agree 
with the environmentalists that the wolves 
should be out on the ground no matter how 
many of our cows they kill so they just keep 
using problem and habituated wolves in the 
program. When the wolf kills too many cat-
tle they just re-write their policy to allow 
them to leave it out longer and hurt us 
ranchers more. 

Update: June 5, Sherry Laney found a calf 
with a big bite in it’s behind the bite is 1 and 
1⁄2 inches, wolf width. It is healing but mildly 
infected. I guess she wasn’t so shy over there 
after all. 

JUNE 2004. 
A single wolf has been moving around 74 

draw all month. Matt found a small calf with 
his hind end totally mauled. We already had 
his mother here at the house, that cow never 
ever loses a calf so Matt had been looking for 
the calf, the calf found him actually ran to 
him bawling for help. We cut away the dead 
and infected flesh and found bites in all the 
same places as last years calves, WS came 
out but they didn’t do a thorough job exam-
ining it. I was gone so nobody insisted on a 
thorough job like I would have. I did it my-
self later. This is a wolf attack the bites 
measure out and the injuries are in the same 
place and there were wolf tracks. 

People don’t realize wolves are not effi-
cient killers and they aren’t at all humane 
about what they do. They simply get some-
thing down and start eating and the prey 
dies of shock and blood loss. It is very dif-
ficult for someone who raises livestock to 
see their hard work tortured to death in this 
manner, especially the pregnant cows and 
the baby calves. This wolf was inexperienced 
and the calf got away. He nearly died of the 
infection though and weighed about 150 
pounds less than the other calves. I guess 
when he finally went to the market he was 
considered a wolf friendly beef. 

Summer 2005 wolf tracks up and down 74 
draw again. Watching all the cattle all the 
time no time for school or anything else. 
Kristie got married in July so we are glad 
the wolves didn’t show up until after the 
wedding anyway. No kills that we know of 
except to a bear which we were allowed to 
take care of so that ended that problem. 

OCTOBER 2006. 
At least two separate wolves moving in 

and out of the area. These wolves do not 
have tracking collars. FWS will not inves-
tigate. WS showed up and documented tracks 
so we can do something if there is a kill. 
Nothing so far that we were able to find just 
a lot of lost time and a huge amount of fuel 
again. Bought two Pyreneese pups in Sep-
tember, we can’t afford to feed them but we 
have to do something progressive. 

We have also purchased water rights and 
are going to the huge expense of putting an 
irrigation system into the old fields on this 
place so we can bring cows into the deeded 
land if necessary and wolves get into them 
again. We have to be able to defend our cat-
tle and the rules only allow us to do so if 
they are on deeded land. 

We have also built kennels at a 4000 dollar 
cost that we also cannot afford but we can’t 
allow wolves to come into the deeded land 
and kill our valuable cow dogs. We can’t op-
erate in this rough country without them. 

DECEMBER 26, 2006. 
Pyraneese puppies who are 5 months old 

now gone. The other one is hiding under the 
porch and there are wolf tracks everywhere. 
We had them penned up in the yard but they 
found a way out. The kids are devastated. We 
looked everywhere but the puppy is gone. 
The wolf just carried him off. All that dog 
food we have in him wasted all those kid 
hugs and effort just eaten up like it was 
nothing. 

We will have to replace him, his brother 
can’t be alone with these animals around. I 
guess we just have to get used to living with 
death and destruction and still we are sup-
posed to be happy people and living under 
the requirements of the law. It is sickening. 

2007. 
June 11 on our way home from town we 

saw three wolves, one had a collar but two 
did not. They were in Brian Carters cows on 
the side of the road just about two miles 
from the Poverty creek subdivision. They 
were just laying in the tall grass with the 
cattle waiting for it to get a little darker. 
Matt and I ran them off the cows and called 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:34 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00079 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 J:\CRONLINE\2007BA~3\2007NE~2\H26JN7.REC H26JN7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7158 June 26, 2007 
our neighbors to tell them the wolves were 
in the cows. It didn’t help, the next day we 
went over with our monitor and there was no 
signal for the collared animal so he is prob-
ably has a non functioning collar. This is a 
whole other pack FWS do not believe exist. 

Found wolf poop two different piles of it. 
One had calf teeth in it. FWS never even 
bothered to come out or do anything at all 
and there is no telling where these animals 
are now. 

Our closest neighbor Jack Diamond has 
the horse killing aspen pack on him in his 
roughest pasture they are having pups there 
and are now feeding his yearlings to the 
pups. I went over and gave moral support 
while they confirmed the first kill that the 
Diamonds were able to find. They are out 
there every day but like I said it is rough 
country and they won’t know how many 
they lost until it is time to ship the year-
lings. 

Nearly 2 year old heifer eaten alive at 
water tank on Diamond’s place. All three 
wolves involved only the male has a strike 
towards removal. The rule doesn’t say only 
one wolf gets the strike. FWS are cheating 
the people out here of proper and fair man-
agement to leave killer wolves out on the 
ground. 

MAY/JUNE 07. 
I once again have two sets of wolf tracks 

and no signal in our cow pasture. I am 
watching the cattle like a hawk. 

The Boy Scout camp has moved in and 
that seemed to have driven the animals out 
for now. Now I am just worried sick about 
the kids so I warned, mentioned is a better 
word the wolves to the scoutmasters. How do 
you tell them that wolves that attacked a 
dog in front of an 8 year old girl are here 
within a half days walk of your camp. I 
didn’t tell them all that, didn’t want them to 
feel uncomfortable out here. I want them out 
here while it is still possible, within a year 
or two, nobody will be comfortable camping 
out here with kids. So I told them to come 
and use my phone for anything they needed 
and I am checking in on them every day or 
two. It is nerve wracking but they are mak-
ing quite a bit of noise so things should be 
ok. 

We are exhausted and financially strapped 
from all the re-vamping of our operation and 
we are demoralized by all the un-collared 
wolves we are seeing and finding tracks for. 
Mostly it is so disheartening that nobody 
even cares about our neighbors and our-
selves. That we are all going broke sup-
porting this program and those kids running 
it are getting huge salaries and don’t end up 
losing anything, ever. Why us why is it our 
responsibility to shoulder this program’s 
foolishness? Why are we being allowed to go 
bankrupt? Why can’t I finish my college edu-
cation? Why can’t my youngest daughter go 
off to school too? She feels like she needs to 
be here to help us keep our home and help us 
keep our family ranch in business. 

My son never got to be raised at the creek 
playing with minnows and frogs like his sis-
ters did before wolves. He hasn’t gotten to 
ride with his dad hardly at all either, he just 
turned 9 and his whole life has been affected 
by wolves. At least our girls were able to be 
raised out here the way we intended. Our son 
is locked into a yard and has to be watched 
constantly. 

I have to attend every single meeting I can 
scrape together gas money for, and we can’t 
afford to any more. But if we don’t go, FWS 
and the groups that support this program 
and who get paychecks to go to these meet-
ings will come up with another plan to harm 
us further. 

I pray every night that this program will 
go away, before it is too late for us before it 
is too late for the game and the whole coun-

try is too dangerous to live in the way it 
used to be. 

Sincerely 
LAURA. 

MARCH 14, 2007. 
Subject: Grant County Farm and Livestock 

Bureau urging support for a Grant Coun-
ty Commissioners’ wolf management res-
olution or ordinance. 

GRANT COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
Grant County Administrative Center, 
Silver City, NM. 

On behalf of the Grant County Farm and 
Livestock Bureau, this letter is written in 
support of Grant County Commissioners 
passing a resolution or ordinance that will 
uphold the Constitutional rights, insure citi-
zens safety and reduce the economic impact 
of the introduction of the Mexican Grey wolf 
into Grant County. 

As the Government closest to the people, 
the county is obligated to take a stand on 
how the wolf introduction project is operated 
within their jurisdiction so that the fol-
lowing problems are overseen. Property 
rights (compensation for any losses due to 
the wolves), safety for human lives, public 
health concerns such as rabies, and to insure 
that rural economic pursuits are not jeop-
ardized. 

Active participation of the county com-
missioners and county law enforcement per-
sonnel with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice and the New Mexico Game and Fish De-
partment is absolutely necessary in order to 
manage the wolf introductions and insure 
that Grant County citizens rights are not 
violated. In the final analysis we feel very 
strongly that there is no animal on this 
planet worth the life of a single child. It is 
the right and responsibility of Grant County 
Commissioners to insure that the lives of our 
children are never at risk from wolves. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN C. YORK, 

President. 

WOLF SIGHTING ON THE N CROSS RANCH 
On March 13, 2007, between 7:15 and 7:45 

a.m., I Ryan Jameson had a threatening en-
counter with several Mexican Grey Wolves. I 
was working on the N Cross Ranch in Cliff, 
New Mexico, and beginning to saddle a horse 
at our barn. All seven of the horses were in 
the stalls, when suddenly they began fran-
tically snorting and stomping. I looked to-
wards the south and noticed that several ob-
jects were running due west, approximately 
150 to 200 yards away from the barn. As I 
continued watching, I realized that the mov-
ing objects were a pack of wolves! I was filled 
with fury as I watched these ferocious ani-
mals sprint directly towards two of our 
bulls. I knew that I had to take control im-
mediately in order to not only protect these 
two defenseless bulls, but also the other 
twenty-two three- to six-year-old bulls in 
Pitt’s Pasture. I jumped on the four-wheeler, 
rushed up to my grandmother’s house, and 
got a means of protection. Then just as 
quickly as I had come, I raced back towards 
the area in which I had spotted the wolves. 
My goal was to run them off of our bulls as 
quickly as possible. As I neared their loca-
tion, I noticed that five wolves were circling 
the two bulls. I decided to go at them head 
on, which caused two of the predators to 
break off. However, three of the wolves per-
sisted and continued circling. They did not 
break away until I was only about twenty 
yards away. Two of the wolves then headed 
northwest towards my grandparents’ house. 
Luckily I was able to redirect them towards 
the direction of the other three wolves, after 
alarming them with my hollering and the 
four-wheeler. Next the wolves went under a 

nearby fence, into Pitt’s Pasture. After dis-
mounting from the four-wheeler, I jumped 
over this same fence. This maneuver made 
me a barrier between the five wolves and the 
bulls. At this point I was only about ten to 
fifteen feet away from the dangerous pack, 
and I realized that they all looked full as if 
they had just come from a kill. I began 
shouting and waving my arms, and slowly 
four of the wolves ran away. The fifth wolf 
lurked behind the others; though, and he 
confidently stared right at me. I stood my 
ground and continued creating a ruckus, 
which caused the animal to trot in the same 
direction as the others. The five wolves 
climbed to the top of a hill and sprawled 
under a tree. 

I knew that I should proceed by reporting 
the incident to the officials; however, I did 
not want to lose contact with the pack. I had 
to be sure that they did not cause any fur-
ther damage to our cattle. After riding the 
four-wheeler back to my grandparents’ 
house, I called my grandfather and mother, 
inquiring about which officials I should call. 
They informed me that they would make all 
of the necessary calls, and I was instructed 
to watch the wolves very closely. We did not 
want the wild animals to attack any of our 
cattle. The wolves were close enough to my 
grandparents’ house that I was able to watch 
them from this location. This is exactly 
what I did for about twenty minutes. During 
this time the wolves were sniffing around 
and moving amongst the trees on the hill. 
However, they then began to move out over 
the hill, which prevented me from seeing 
them. I immediately got back on the four- 
wheeler and raced to the top of the hill, in 
order to be sure that the predators were not 
harassing or harming any of the cattle in 
Pitt’s Pasture. When I arrived at the top of 
the hill, the wolves were only about fifteen 
to twenty feet away and four of them were 
already circling three bulls. I jumped off the 
four-wheeler and ran towards these wolves. 
They eventually broke off and trotted away 
from the scene. However, as I looked over my 
shoulder I noticed that the fifth wolf was 
only about six feet away and was circling 
me. The male wolf was in a crouching posi-
tion and its hair was standing on end. After 
it did about three-fourths of a circle around 
me, I charged the wild animal. This seemed 
to be my only choice as I was overwhelmed 
with fear for my life. As soon as I began to 
charge, the wolf trotted off towards the 
other four wolves. I ran to my four-wheeler, 
in hopes to catch up with the pack. I wanted 
to see where they were headed, but unfortu-
nately I lost sight of them. 

Two hours after this horrific incident, a 
plane flew over our ranch in the exact direc-
tion that the wolf pack had run off to. The 
plane made three to five tight circles above 
this area. I was for certain that the person or 
people in the plane were tracking the wolves, 
because I had seen a collar on one of the 
wolves. I also believe that the other four 
wolves wore collars as well. However, due to 
the emotional intensity of the events, I was 
not focusing on specific characteristics of 
the wolves or their collars. I was intent on 
protecting our livestock! 

Later in the day, about early to mid after-
noon, a USDA official, Pat Finch, came out 
to our ranch to investigate the wolf incident. 
I took him to the location of the first en-
counter with the wolves, which was nearby 
the barn. Mr. Finch examined and measured 
the tracks. I recall these measurements 
being roughly 4.5 inches long by 3.5 inches 
wide. He then stated that the tracks were 
wolf tracks. At this point I told him the un-
forgettable story that I have recorded here. 
My family has yet to hear any further infor-
mation regarding the Mexican Grey Wolves. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7159 June 26, 2007 
There has not been a single government offi-
cial contact us since the day of our encoun-
ter with these threatening animals, March 
13, 2007. 

RYAN T. JAMESON. 

MONDAY, JUNE 4, 2007 
From: Jim Taylor. 
Subject: Wolf program cost. 

We are involved in a small mother-cow op-
eration, and fortunately are fairly well re-
moved from the areas wolves have been in-
troduced to. However, we did sight a pair on 
our property (17 miles east of T or C, NM) 
and this sighting was confirmed by our 
neighbors to the east of us and all the way 
south to the Cutter area. 

We reported this sighting to US fish and 
game—several months later, one of their 
reps came by asking about the sighting . . . 
as if they really cared. We attended one 
‘‘wolf meeting’’ in T or C—hosted by fish and 
game I guess. Forest Svc, State fish and 
game, US fish&game, and some more reps 
from other govt agencies there. I did some 
rough, unqualified math in my head in rela-
tion to what all these talking heads with the 
govt agencies were making (salaries, ex-
penses, transportation, etc) then added what 
their employees (field grunts) were making— 
then the cost of equipment, feed, medicine, 
etc, then the scariest part—what their bosses 
(the politicians, lobbies, and other general 
carpet baggers) were milking us (the tax 
paying public) for. 

I stated to the chair of that meeting that 
I surely didnt begrudge anybody employ-
ment, but I felt our tax dollars—and their 
educations, could certainly be put to better 
use than feeding a bunch of wild dogs. 
Seemed pretty darn silly to be messing with 
obsolete evolution while we have so many 
socio-economic challenges in this country— 
(the homeless, the hungry, the uninsured, 
just to scratch the surface). Instead of feed-
ing a wild dog, why not channel that money 
and all the ‘‘brain power’’ these wolf activ-
ists and their lackeys control to a very evi-
dent and more worthwhile endeavor. I dont 
like the tax burden I carry, but if I’ve got to 
pay those taxes, I hate to see them squan-
dered on the wolves. From where I sit, the 
whole program stinks—I think it’s about 
how many dollars the carpet bagging activ-
ists can garner, and the wolves are no more 
than a vehicle for them to reach that end. 
And at the taxpayers expense. 

I also believe the wolf program is a poorly 
masked assault on the livestock industry 
and possibly even conspires to a future land 
grab, as ranchers are forced out of business. 
Sorry, but I cant find much nice to say about 
the program. 

JIM TAYLOR, 
Engle, NM. 

FRIDAY, JUNE 15, 2007 12:46 P.M. 
From: Micha Miller, 
Subject: Letter about wolves 

DEAR MR. PEARCE: I am Micha Noel Miller 
the 13 year old that has to carry a firearm 
when I go outside. We, my parents & I, have 
had the Durango Pack (AF924 & AM 973) in 
our yard 5 time in the last 6 weeks. I hate 
the wolves in our yard because I feel that I 
am trapped in my house! I love to ride my 
horse & bike & walk around outside, for that 
I wish we could get the wolves out 
permantly! 

When we get home after dark my mom has 
to go feed our dogs & cats because I’m scared 
to go outside even though I know the wolves 
are 6 miles down the road & it doesn’t make 
a difference, I’m still afraid they are coming 
up behind me. I’m tired of looking over my 
shoulder & being scared all the time. Even 
carrying a firearm I’m still frightened of the 
wolves when they come in my yard. 

I have gone hunting with my dad alot. We 
have called in coyotes & even a bear & I 
wasn’t as scared as I was everytime the 
wolves were in our yard. The coyotes & bears 
are more scared of you & will run away, but 
the wolves will just keep coming closer to 
you. They are not scared of humans!! I have 
had a wolf within 40 yards of me & I was so 
scared I couldn’t move. My older sister, A.J., 
came out & scared the wolf off finally. 

I have nightmares about the wolves at-
tacking my family & our pets. The Wolf Pro-
gram says you cannot shoot a wolf if it at-
tacking your pet on private property. I don’t 
understand how the wolf program expects 
people to stand by & let the wolves kill their 
pets & not do anything to stop them. They 
think the wolves are more important than 
anything else, including a human life! 

I wish there was someway you could get 
the wolf program to remove the wolves. I 
just want to have a normal childhood where 
I can go outside & play anytime I want with-
out being armed & worrying about wolves 
being in my yard. 

Thank you for your help, 
MICHA MILLER. 

FRIDAY, JUNE 15, 2007 3:59 P.M. 
Subject: Mexican Gray Wolf 

I would like to share with you my out look 
on the Mexican Gray Wolf. It makes me sick 
to see what damage this program of Dump-
ing the Wolf off here on the New Mexico and 
Arizona border has done, I don’t see how this 
got passed because there is not but two peo-
ple here in Reserve NM. that I have talked to 
that would even consider this wrong doing, 
Why didn’t the people in the surrounding 
towns and Ranches get to vote on this mat-
ter? 

The Cost to the American people for this 
wrong doing is way over its bounds when you 
want to give this matter some real down 
home thought. . . . What were the Endan-
gered Species Act and The Defenders of Wild-
life thinking Let alone our elected officials 
doing? Thinking back that was about the 
time Bill Clinton and Monica Lewinsky was 
spending too much time in the oral office, 
What was all the other elected officials doing 
at that time? Makes me wonder. When this 
Wolf matter should of been the main topic, 
instead of watching our President stand be-
fore America and lie like he did on television 
about his affair with Monica. 

What is going to be done about this Wolf 
Reintroduction Program, that should be 
called Dumping the Wolf along the NM./AZ. 
border. There was a lot more food for the 
Wolf a 100 yrs. ago and the Wolf didn’t make 
it then, Why is it that the Organizations 
that got the wolf dumped here now seem to 
have over looked this part, are they going to 
bring back the Buffalo that use to run on the 
ranges back to? The wolf is going to need a 
large food source soon from the way I see 
things, The wolf and all other predators are 
over taking what use to be. The poison that 
use to keep the predators thinned down is no 
longer used now and there should of been 
some other means of taking care of this 
problem, Now the Wolf is here eating and 
killing what few Deer there is left and the 
Elk, What is going to happen when the Elk 
herds keep falling off? Is that just OK be-
cause the Wolf needs to eat to. I feel that the 
groups that wanted the Wolf here should 
make some other means of feeding it, there 
use to be over 50,000 head of sheep in the Gila 
National Forest surroundings and now there 
is nowhere that amount, The Deer are all but 
gone as to what use to be here even 10 yrs 
ago. Since the Organization’s of Organized 
Crime that got the Wolf Dumped off here 
along the NM. AZ. border, Why don’t they 
bring back the Dinosaur’s, Buffalo. I would 

rather see Charles Manson back cruising the 
streets of LA. California. And Grizzly Bears 
in Time Square NY. my self, it would keep 
crime rate down. 

Any Way you want to look at this matter 
our country is not doing good when a Group 
of people can dictate what goes on here in 
the South West and not even live here, It is 
wrong. Why don’t they put the Wolf in there 
own back yard or keep them in the pen next 
to where the Buffalo that use to Rome here 
are being kept, and continue to hand feed the 
Wolf that didn’t make it 100 yrs ago and will 
not make it now, if you look at this with 
common sense, the Wolf is going to run out 
of food to eat!!! Then What? 

Some people say that the Wolf wont attack 
humans well there is a book out that will 
give you a different out look on this matter 
it is called Wolves in Russia and you can get 
your copy at www.wolvesinrussia.com http:// 
www.wolvesinrussia.com/ 

I’m very disappointed in how the Wolf 
Dumping went, and I feel this matter is 
going to get a lot worse before it gets any 
better, What do you think is going to happen 
when little red riding hood or little johnny 
gets off the school bus and gets attacked by 
the Big Bad Wolf on there way home from 
school? then what do you think is going to 
happen, How long is it going take for the 
American people that have to live with this 
situation everyday and wake up some morn-
ing and decide to take the Law into there 
own hands? What is going to stop everybody 
that lives in surrounding towns to get to-
gether and decide to open a wolf hunt and ev-
eryone go wolf hunting? 

How would you like to wake up and have 
Wolves around your house all day waiting to 
attack the family pet/livestock, 

When the Wolf gets hungry enough there is 
nothing going to stop it from killing what 
ever it can to stay alive, That could be a 
good time for all the Organizations and Peo-
ple that wanted and got the Wolf here for 
them to go on a family camping trip to see 
there first wolf in the wilderness and to here 
there first wolf howl, they will have to get 
out from behind there desk. I sure hope they 
bring plenty of dog food and leave there guns 
at home, Just maybe they can have there 
first hands on situation with a pack of 
Wolves and see how they like the Ida then. 

GREGORY SCOTT. 

From: Micha Miller. 
Friday, June 15, 2007 12:46 p.m. 
Subject: Letter about wolves 

Dear Mr. PEARCE: I am Micha Noel Miller 
the 13 year old that has to carry a firearm 
when I go outside. We, my parents and I, 
have had the Durango Pack (AF924 and AM 
973) in our yard 5 times in the last 6 weeks. 
I hate the wolves in our yard because I feel 
that I am trapped in my house! I love to ride 
my horse and bike and walk around outside, 
for that I wish we could get the wolves out 
permanently! 

When we get home after dark my mom has 
to go feed our dogs and cats because I’m 
scared to go outside even though I know the 
wolves are 6 miles down the road and it 
doesn’t make a difference, I’m still afraid 
they are coming up behind me. I’m tired of 
looking over my shoulder and being scared 
all the time. Even carrying a firearm I’m 
still frightened of the wolves when they 
come in my yard. 

I have gone hunting with my dad alot. We 
have called in coyotes and even a bear and I 
wasn’t as scared as I was everytime the 
wolves were in our yard. The coyotes and 
bears are more scared of you and will run 
away, but the wolves will just keep coming 
closer to you. They are not scared of hu-
mans!! I have had a wolf within 40 yards of 
me and I was so scared I couldn’t move. My 
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older sister, A.J., came out and scared the 
wolf off finally. 

I have nightmares about the wolves at-
tacking my family and our pets. The Wolf 
Program says you cannot shoot a wolf if it is 
attacking your pet on private property. I 
don’t understand how the wolf program ex-
pects people to stand by and let the wolves 
kill their pets and not do anything to stop 
them. They think the wolves are more im-
portant than anything else, including a 
human life! 

I wish there was someway you Mr. PEARCE 
could get the wolf program to remove the 
wolves. I just want to have a normal child-
hood where I can go outside and play any-
time I want without being armed and wor-
rying about wolves being in my yard. 

Thank you for your help. 
MICHA MILLER. 

Dear Sir: I am Samuel Montoya, a Viet 
Nam Veteran and a life resident of New Mex-
ico. I was born in Las Cruces, and was 
brought up to enjoy the outdoors and the 
abundant hunting privileges, shared by and 
with many generations of my family. 

Since the wolf program has been active in 
our state, the enjoyment of the outdoors has 
stopped; and our hunting has become unsafe. 

In 2006, myself and some friends were on an 
elk hunt in the Gila, specifically units 16A 
and 16D. A total of 4 elk were killed. Two of 
the hunters were my friends that came in to 
hunt were from Indiana. They paid out of 
state license fees. We were bow hunting and 
they stuck their elk in the evening and lost 
the blood trail when it got dark. I told them 
we would get up early and continue to track. 
Well, we found them and a wolf was on them 
and had eaten over half the elk. I ensured 
they tagged it which is in accordance with 
NM Game and Fish laws. They went home 
paying the state $766.00 and all their ex-
penses getting here and then going home 
without the elk they had killed. 

I am also a landowner at Elk Springs. Is it 
sad that I can’t do anything to protect my 
property and pets, on my own property, from 
the wolf. This is the policy of the Federal 
and State Government. I have had wolves on 
my property and so have other neighbors in 
the subdivision. 

In reading our Constitution of the State of 
New Mexico, Page 2, Article II. Bill of Rights 
Section 2–3–4, Popular Sovereignty and 
Right of Self Government and Inherent 
Rights, we no longer have these rights; they 
have been taken away from us. The most im-
portant to me are sections 3 and 4. I cannot 
govern what happens on my property with 
the wolf, and in section 4, I cannot enjoy and 
defend my life and liberty of acquiring, pos-
sessing and protecting property, and of seek-
ing and obtaining safety and happiness, as 
long as the wolf is present. 

Our game—elk, deer, etc., will no longer be 
what it is today, due to the wolf. I don’t 
know how our Federal Government could 
bring the wolves into New Mexico and feed 
them with our state game. The hunters have 
paid for our elk population, by purchasing li-
censes. Our Game & Fish are supposed to 
take care of our game, but are doing a bad 
job. 

What I would like to see done is to give 
back the care of our forest and game to the 
State Police, and get rid of our NM Game & 
Fish. I think they have forgotten who pays 
for their jobs. The wolves should be removed 
and relocated to White Sands Missile Range, 
since there is no one living there, and let the 
Federal Government fence them in and feed 
them. This will allow us to get our rights 
back on our property, and our freedom to 
walk in our back yard without having fear of 
the wolf. 

Thank you for listening and your assist-
ance is appreciated. 

SAMUEL E. MONTOYA. 

TUESDAY, JUNE 12, 2007 11:44 A.M. 
From: Laura Schneberger. 
Subject: More kills on Durango not that it 

matters 
Durango is howling all around the Garcia 

all night, a cow was bawling like crazy so in 
the morning they went looking and found 
the calf. They are examining it now. Prob-
ably will be confirmed but then the female 
will be spared a strike and she already has 
two of them. The male has none in the past 
year that I know of, so he will get this strike 
and probably the next two, then at the very 
end of the strike process, they will finally 
admit there is a problem anywhere from 3–15 
cows later and issue removal orders. 

They have been killing all along it is big 
country though and the cowboys are spread 
so darned thin. It really stinks that they are 
responsible for 90% of wolf management or 
they can just suck up the losses. I have no 
idea what FWS does anymore other than 
pander to the Defenders of wildlife and their 
pals and go to the bar in Alpine at night. Oh 
yes, they go to meetings where they plot and 
plan on how to make sure the people out 
here are impacted as badly as possible. 

Ranchers can’t afford to go not even to de-
fend themselves anymore we don’t get per 
diem for the 3.50 a gallon gas and if we leave 
the kills escalate and are found even less 
often. 

So now the bites found on the calf are 35 
mm, way to big to be a coyote but not your 
normal wolf spread either. So something is 
going on here that isn’t very kosher. a small 
female wolf can be about 35 mm but usually 
they are 38–42 and the males a bit bigger. a 
large coyote is 28. The new WS guy who 
wants to be friends with everyone is making 
noise about putting this kill on coyotes. 
Even though the Durango were there when it 
happened, the bites are all over the back of 
the 250 pound calf. I have never seen a coyote 
kill a 250 pound calf, 100 is about the limit 
unless there are three or four coyotes then 
maybe 150. 

Someone needs to get the biological stats 
and specifically the width of these released 
wolves teeth out to us. FWS knows exactly 
how wide their teeth are but they sure won’t 
offer any information. 

Just the latest in the ongoing saga. 
LAURA SCHNEBERGER, 

Gila Livestock Growers Association. 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20, 2007 1:26 P.M. 
Subject: Wolf. 

When we were hunting in the Gila last year 
we killed an elk cow. We killed our cow went 
packing out our meat, took the first of it 
out, came back for more. About 1 hour lat-
ter, the wolves had been their and ate the 
rest of the meat. It is not right we paid for 
the meat and the wolf gets it. It is harder to 
get a permit now, because of the wolf. It is 
not fare. Way do we have to bring them 
back? 

EARL AND KATHLEEN HILLS. 

SUNDAY, JUNE 17, 2007 12:54 P.M. 
Subject: Wolf problems from Ground zero. 

Dear Congressman PEARCE: My name is 
Preston Bates; I own the N Bar Ranch and 
am permittee on the T Bar grazing allotment 
on top of the mountains near Reserve, New 
Mexico. I am ‘‘Ground Zero’’ of the Mexican 
Wolf recovery area. They have literally de-
stroyed my life and here is my story. I came 
to Catron country in 1992 with a background 
of horses, cattle and tourism. My goal was to 
start a guest ranch and breed cattle and 
horses. I had no deep pockets but I had plen-
ty of determination and some good luck. I 
found the N Bar Ranch and after some dis-
cussion with the absentee owners I leased it 
in 1994 later making a purchase in 1997. 

I started on a shoestring, tents for accom-
modations, 40 head of old cows, and some 

rented horses. I grew up on the east coast 
and I knew what people wanted in a western 
vacation and I knew where they were coming 
from and how they wanted to be treated. We 
were not the typical ‘‘Dude’’ ranch. We found 
a small niche to fill by being a hands on, 
jump in, get dirty, get real, working ranch. 

The business took off, the tents became 
cabins, our cowherd grew and developed with 
careful selection and purchase of quality 
stock. The same with our horses, we bought 
good horses and started breeding and train-
ing our own. By 2000 we had over 300 guests 
per year, with a return guest rate of 73 per-
cent while the industry average was 12 per-
cent. At this time I employed three people 
full time and three others for summer help. 
I bought locally supporting the Reserve com-
munity; between payroll and doing business 
locally I put at least $150,000 annually back 
into Catron County. 

Back when the wolf reintroduction pro-
gram was first being discussed and later 
when initially implemented I was probably 
the most wolf tolerant rancher around. The 
reintroduction of the Mexican wolf has been 
devastating to our lives in so many ways. 

Financially: I first started seeing wolves in 
2000 on my allotment and around my house. 
I suffered my first loss in 2000. As I am sure 
you are very aware the cooperation was non- 
existent, as was the compensation. My calf 
crop started showing significant reduction 
by 2002 and continued until 2005 dropping 
from an average of 82 percent to 49 percent. 
In 2005 at 49 percent my cow herd should 
have been at it’s peak of production as the 
average age of my cows was five years old 
and I was running a ten to one ratio of cows 
to bulls. I estimate in 2005 alone I suffered 
$50,000 in losses and even with confirmed kill 
reports for both cattle and horses, I have 
never been compensated one cent from De-
fenders of Wildlife. They are quick to pay the 
people on the fringe of the recovery for their 
own P.R. but are slow or don’t pay those of 
us at ground zero knowing it is a burden we 
cannot bear long. D.O.W. should not be the 
ones responsible for the compensation. This 
is a Federally funded program and congress 
should be the ones making the payments for 
their decision to fund this failing program. 

I have a mortgage of $78,000 per year. From 
the beginning my business plan called on the 
cattle to pay the mortgage and the guest 
business to pay all other expenses and im-
provements. By 1999 I had reached this goal. 
In 2005 with the horrific losses I suffered the 
calf income would not meet my mortgage. I 
had no other choice but to sell most of my 
horses to cover the difference. As a result I 
could no longer accommodate the ten guests 
per week. We could only take four guests. I 
could not just go out and by some cheap 
horses and expect to continue the safe, qual-
ity operation I had established. So in just 
one year I lost 50K in income from cattle and 
60 percent of my future income. I have had to 
let go all of my employees. 

Management: I have the Luna pack on my 
range and they have been here for years now, 
I also estimate I have 11 uncollard wolves. I 
have had to change my management of my 
cattle to attempt to reduce my losses. I now 
have to bring in all my cows with calves to 
my private land and feed them through the 
winter. This results in an additional feed ex-
pense of $4,000 to $6,000 per year plus the sev-
eral hours a day spent feeding and watering 
them, which takes away from other tasks. I 
also now use a feed supplement on the open 
range for the other cattle to attempt to con-
trol their movement thus making it a bit 
easier to check my cattle daily in the 14,000 
acre pasture in which they winter. This sup-
plement has cost me $6,200 each year for the 
last three years. There is $12,000 new ex-
penses directly caused by the wolves. 
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I also have to stay out in a camp during 

March and April and make rounds at night 
during calving season. Camping out this 
time of year at 8,000 ft elevation is not a 
lark. We don’t have nice camp trailers, ours 
have no heat or water and at 50 years old it 
takes its toll. I continue living with my cat-
tle until late November, on average I stay in 
camp 250 nights a year. Staying out at camp 
and keeping my pastures busy has helped 
with my losses, I have seen a gain in my calf 
numbers but it has taken away the quality of 
life we once enjoyed. 

SAFETY 
We have wolves around our house con-

stantly. I don’t mean just a few times a year, 
it is rare we do not see them every day. They 
have no fear of us. They have attacked 
horses in my corrals 50 yards from my house. 
They have killed newborn colts and injured 
young horses. They have spent days digging 
up our horse cemetery just a couple hundred 
yards from the house, eating years old car-
casses. They are in the corrals every night in 
the winter eating frozen cow manure. They 
sit on the hill a hundred open yards from our 
house at noon and bark at us when we are 
outside. Up close and personnel encounters 
are common. I have had them in my camp 
during the day, eye to eye at 15 feet being 
given a challenge. I have been stalked for 
miles while horseback. One of my cowboys 
was stalked as well. While changing a tire on 
the main forest road I had one come up be-
hind me without my knowing till I turned 
around and he was so close I was able to 
throw a handful of road gravel in his face. 
My 11-year-old son will not nor will I let him 
go hiking or adventuring away from the 
house and barns. No more playing in the 
woods near the house building forts and 
doing things a kid should do. He is emotion-
ally and mentally held captive by the 
wolves. He has seen up close the killing they 
do. He was with me when full of excitement 
we went to see if the mare had foaled that 
night only to find it half devoured. We can 
longer go for walks with our dogs for fear the 
wolves will attack. My wife won’t walk or 
hike alone anymore even down the driveway. 
I never use to carry a weapon. I do now even 
when doing chores around the house. Weekly 
I have to fire off shots both day and night 
when the wolves are just too close to the 
house. It has gotten that they don’t run 
until the third or forth shot and often only 
go a few hundred yards. I have chased them 
a foot yelling, tried cracker shells, whistlers, 
not much scares them anymore they are use 
to it all. These are not wild animals. 

The difference between this wolf recovery 
effort and that done in the northern Rocky 
Mountain States is they started with wild 
wolves. These wolves here are human raised 
animals that relate people to food and safe-
ty. That is why we see so many more wolf/ 
human interactions here than up north. 

The management practices of the wolf re-
covery team put public safety at the bottom 
of the list. They have allowed wolves to den 
within a mile of the most recreated camp-
ground and lake in the entire Gila national 
forest. They have signs posted along the wil-
derness boundary about the wolves but there 
are no wolves in the Wilderness area. They 
are all up in the general forest area. There 
are no warning signs posted in these areas 
where people camp concerning the wolves 
and safety of pets and children. This is done 
to perpetuate the commonly held idea that 
the wolves pose no public safety risk if you 
don’t go into their habitat. I talk to campers 
all the time who have had wolves come into 
their camps and they never even knew they 
were in wolf habitat. 

These wolves will kill a child soon. 
As I write this, my guest business is no 

longer operating I had to sell the last of my 

horses. I am trying to hold on to the place 
working 300 cows and 125 sections of land by 
myself hoping I can sell it as a ranch before 
I have to subdivide my private land, which 
would only cause more human/wolf conflicts. 

The Mexican wolf has destroyed everything 
I have worked for years. I am the first to go 
down as a direct result of the Mexican wolf 
introduction, I will not be the last unless 
something is done to stop this program 
which will never work but will cost many 
people in this community their livelihoods 
before it is decided to have been a failed ef-
fort. 

Thank you for all your efforts, for this we 
all commend you. 

Sincerely, 
PRESTON BATES. 

BEAVERHEAD RANCH, 
Winston, NM, May 2, 2007. 

NEW MEXICO DEPARTMENT OF GAME AND FISH. 
Within the last two weeks Alpha Female 

667 began to den in Taylor Creek. Accom-
panying her is male 863 and female pup 1046. 
Our family owns a private parcel in the bot-
tom of Taylor Creek and like most home-
steads it was established at a permanent 
spring. The majority of property sits in the 
bottom of the canyon and the water rises at 
the lower end of the property. This spring is 
not only a source of water for wildlife, but 
also for our livestock. It is the only source of 
water in the bottom of the canyon within a 
2 mile radius. 

According to recent activity and wolf loca-
tions, we believe the female may be denning 
on our private property or within 1/4 of a 
mile of our private property. In order for her 
and the other two wolves to drink, they have 
to enter our private property and cross di-
rectly in front of our house. Our recent dis-
covery of these wolves is of great concern to 
us. First, uninformed and unaware of the lo-
cations of these wolves, we moved yearlings 
to this exact pasture just one week ago. As 
the canyon sits in the middle of this pasture, 
cattle use the canyon as a crossing to get to 
each side as well as a funnel to water on our 
private property. When we are grazing this 
pasture we use our house there as a residence 
and a place to keep our horses. 

Shortly after releasing our cattle, a cow 
elk carcass was found 25 yards from the 
house. Suspicious of the kill, we returned 
with a radio collar tracking devise (on loan 
from the USFWS) to track wolf locations. 
Before entering the canyon we received 
strong locations on two of the wolves. As we 
dropped off into the bottom of the canyon we 
spotted Male 863 on our private property. In-
vestigating closer, we spotted numerous 
tracks on and around the spring. We have 
spent the last three days with our cattle to 
avoid any depredations. With all of our time 
and resources concentrated in one area, we 
have no time to tend to remaining cattle 
elsewhere on the ranch also threatened by 
nearby wolves. 

Our family has fully cooperated and main-
tained a working relationship with the wolf 
program up to this point. We had informed 
the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service when cattle 
were turned out on our allotment. We have 
asked and were assured that we would be in-
formed of wolf locations on or near our allot-
ment. We do not understand why a collared 
wolf was allowed to den so close or possibly 
on our private property. 

Time is of the essence; a major problem is 
quickly developing. We request that these 
wolves be immediately removed before any 
livestock depredations occur. If possible, we 
would like to request that a representative 
from the New Mexico Department of Game 
and Fish assist us with a solution to this 
problem. Our family ranch has been fully co-
operative and hopes that the right decisions 
are quickly made in this matter. 

Thank you for your prompt attention and 
action. 

THE DIAMOND FAMILY. 

ADOBE RANCH, 
NM DEPARTMENT OF GAME AND FISH. 

May 1, 2007. 
We have lost 5 cows and 10 calves to wolves 

on the Adobe Ranch since January 2007. 
These confirmed kill reports have been sent 
to the Defenders of Wildlife and we have not 
received payment for any of these depreda-
tions. No payment has ever been received for 
any of our numerous 2006 depredations to 
date. 

Currently there are 3 packs on the Adobe 
Ranch. The Durango pack was within twenty 
feet of one of our cowboy’s house all night 
last night, May 1, 2007 confirmed by Wildlife 
Services. 

We have lodged complaints with NM Dept. 
of Game & Fish representatives and the Fed-
eral Fish & Wildlife Service recovery team, 
and have received no response from either. 
The recovery teams response on past com-
plaints has been that they have neither the 
time nor personnel to investigate these inci-
dents. 

The situation with the wolves is getting 
way out of hand in this area both financially 
and with habituated wolves hanging around 
our houses. The loss of game and livestock in 
this area will soon reach catastrophic levels. 
Your attention to this matter is urgently re-
quested 

Thank You. 
GENE, 

Manager Adobe Ranch. 

Los Lunas, New Mexico, February 6, 2007. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PEARCE: There is a 

situation in Catron County, New Mexico, in-
volving many of the residents there, their 
children, their horses, cattle and pets, and 
the reintroduced Mexican grey wolves. It 
seems to be reaching crisis status, and yet 
nothing is being done. 

Apparently, while these wolves are pro-
tected by law so that no one may harm 
them, they are also far too habituated to hu-
mans and have no fear of approaching human 
dwellings and properties. People are finding 
wolf droppings on their front porches! They 
are watching while their dogs are being 
killed by the pack, unable to lift a finger to 
stop the slaughter. Cattle and horses are 
likewise being preyed upon, and in one in-
stance, a child was surrounded by the pack 
for several minutes. Fortunately for every-
one, in that case the wolves eventually de-
cided to leave, but it doesn’t always end that 
way. 

I am a bona fide ‘‘tree-hugger’’, and have 
long been happy to send letters, sign peti-
tions and even donate money—when I have 
any to spare!—in order to further the cause 
of wolves being assisted in reclaiming much 
of their former territories. I firmly believe 
that there must be a way for all of us to 
share this planet and live our lives. Indeed, I 
have learned enough about nature to under-
stand that each element is necessary for a 
healthy ecosystem, and devastating ‘‘domino 
effects’’ occur when one species is extirpated 
and the balance is upset. But no one can 
argue that a wolf that learns to view humans 
as non-threatening becomes a very grave 
threat to humans and all other animals in 
our charge. For quite some time now, the 
National Forest Service has made huge ef-
forts to educate the public about the dangers 
of bears becoming relaxed about approaching 
human-inhabited areas looking for food in 
garbage. It invariably results in someone 
having to shoot the bear because it endan-
gered human life. It hardly needs a college 
degree to realize that wolves are equally 
dangerous when they lose their natural shy-
ness of human, and certainly no one can 
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argue about their intelligence. This means 
you have a number of smart, fearless and 
frighteningly capable predators claiming 
areas as their own when people already live 
there. 

Something needs to be done, and sooner 
than later. I cannot express my dismay to 
think that my support of wolf protection 
programs might have in any way helped this 
dreadful circumstance come into being. I 
think if many of the Catron County resi-
dents were asked, you would find that they 
are not against a wolf reintroduction pro-
gram, but clearly they weren’t expecting 
wolves who can’t be bothered to stay away! 
Domestic animals represent some easy kills, 
and we cannot blame the wolves for making 
that choice. But waiting until they attempt 
to take down a human is beyond irrespon-
sible, it’s criminal. 

I am hoping I can count on you to take 
some immediate action on this urgent issue. 
The people responsible for the wolves being 
released in Catron County aren’t residents 
there and don’t have to live every day with 
the consequences, but they simply cannot be 
allowed to let the situation continue. I ap-
preciate the time you have taken to read 
this letter. 

Sincerely, 
EVELYN BAILEY. 

WOLVES ON A KILLING SPREE PROMPT COUNTY 
TO TAKE ACTION 
(By Lif Strand) 

CATRON COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. Wolf inci-
dents in Catron County are on the rise and 
Catron County’s Commissioners, who de-
clared an emergency situation in February, 
2006, are now determined to take firmer ac-
tion to protect the citizens here. 

‘‘These wolves are on a killing spree,’’ said 
Catron County Commission Chairman Ed 
Wehrheim recently. ‘‘They killed a horse on 
Whitewater Mesa just the other day, the sec-
ond horse in just one month.’’ 

Wehrheim is gravely concerned because 
these are just more incidents in what ap-
pears to him and the other Commissioners to 
be a never-ending spiral of killings of ani-
mals that the Commissioners feel will ulti-
mately end with the attack by a wolf on a 
human being. 

The County passed the emergency declara-
tion last year primarily to put a halt to the 
economic devastation caused by the presence 
of Mexican wolves which not only hunt wild 
game, but also kill cattle, horses, dogs, cats 
and other domestic animals. 

Now it appears that the situation has be-
come more than an economic emergency and 
has escalated to a high level of risk for 
human lives in Catron County. 

At base is the problem that many of these 
wolves are habituated to humans. This 
means that, unlike normal wild animals, 
habituated wolves are unafraid to be around 
humans and areas where humans spend time. 
It becomes more and more difficult to haze 
away habituated wolves when they have 
their sights set on an easy meal—which may 
be a family pet. 

This is just what happened with the Miller 
family on their Link Ranch in Catron Coun-
ty south of Wall Lake—not far from a dude 
ranch where families with children vacation. 
Last November, the Millers’ 8 year old 
daughter went out to the corral near the 
house to let the horses in to feed them grain. 
Right in front of her, the alpha male of the 
Aspen wolf pack attacked the family dog 
which had accompanied her to the corral. 
The wolf was unfazed by the Millers’ at-
tempts to chase it off the dog, which was 
only saved from death by the fact that it was 
wearing a large collar. This was the second 
attack on one of the Miller’s dogs in just 
weeks. 

Then, early in January, wolves trapped the 
Miller’s daughter’s horse, Six, in the same 
horse pen, where Six had run for safety. 
There was blood everywhere. If this was a 
typical wolf kill, Six would have been torn 
apart and eaten while still alive. Hopefully 
the Miller’s daughter is unaware of that fact. 
The wolves continue to stalk the rest of the 
Miller horses, sometimes chasing them for 
miles. 

‘‘The horses are back at our house but so 
are the wolves,’’ Mark Miller reported last 
week. ‘‘As of this morning, the wolves are all 
around the house and the horses are huddled 
in a corner of our property.’’ 

Miller went on to express his concern for 
his daughter’s emotional health, since at 
eight years old, she cannot help but be aware 
that if her dogs can be attacked and her 
horse killed, she might be the next victim. 
Any child would have nightmares about 
that. 

Miller and his wife are both walking 
around in nightmares of their own, as are 
many ranchers and others who live in the 
wolf reintroduction area. They all are anx-
ious about the safety of their families and 
their pets, and are facing tough decisions 
about whether they should abandon their 
homes and their livelihoods for somewhere 
else where predators have more protections 
than humans. But, of course, who would buy 
a home surrounded by wolves that would 
make you and your loved ones prisoners in-
side? 

Is this any way to live? 
The Catron County Commissioners don’t 

think so. They know that in a killing frenzy 
a wolf can attack a person who happened to 
be nearby. This is not the idle speculation by 
wolf haters, but simple science. Sharks do it, 
hyenas do it, so do wolves. The Miller’s little 
girl could so easily have been killed weeks 
before Six was. 

There have been quite a few wolf killings 
of dogs, cats, horses and other domestic ani-
mals in Catron County. While many people 
often feel that losing some cattle is not too 
much to pay for reintroduction of wolves in 
the forests of the southwest, people who live 
here don’t feel it is fair that they should pay 
the price they are paying for this wolf pro-
gram. And it looks like the price is becoming 
more than economic—it looks like it might 
become the blood of a child. 

People from out of this area have little 
idea of what it is like to be constantly anx-
ious and fearful because of wolves. Many 
don’t believe that there really is a problem 
in Catron County. 

‘‘When a wolf howls and you know it’s 
threatening your family, your livelihood, the 
whole custom and culture of where you live, 
you don’t have a warm and fuzzy feeling,’’ 
said Charlie Gould, ranch manager from 
northern Catron County. 

The Catron County Commissioners agree, 
and they feel it is time that they do some-
thing about it. The County has worked hard 
with U.S. Wildlife Service and other agencies 
in charge of the wolf program, but the Com-
mission—and the people of Catron County— 
believe they just aren’t taken seriously when 
they express their fears about the risks to 
human life from so many non-wild, human- 
habituated wolves in the area. And they 
don’t want to wait for the death of a child to 
have someone take them seriously. 

The Commission, charged with protecting 
the health, safety and welfare of the citizens 
of Catron County, will have before them on 
Wednesday, February 7, an ordinance which 
lets them exercise their police powers grant-
ed under New Mexico State Statute, when 
there is a threat to human life. This ordi-
nance will allow the Commission to issue a 
‘‘Dispatch Order’’, an instruction issued by 
the Catron County Commission for physical 

removal of a wolf by lethal means from with-
in the borders of the County by an author-
ized individual. If the U.S. Wildlife Service 
doesn’t do it, then the Commission will, be-
cause the Catron County Commission is tak-
ing this situation very seriously. 

‘‘I want to be somewhere where my kids 
are safe.’’ Katy Leist, rancher, mother. July 
2006. 

PARAGON FOUNDATION, INC., 
Mesilla Park, NM, April 6, 2007. 

Alfredo Montoya, 
Chairman, New Mexico State Game Commission, 
San Juan Pueblo, NM. 

DEAR MR. MONTOYA: I am once again ap-
pealing to you and the New Mexico State 
Game Commission to help me find some re-
lief for the people, all citizens and taxpayers 
of New Mexico, who unfortunately live and 
work within the Blue Range Wolf Recovery 
Area and are suffering the consequences of 
the Mexican Wolf Reintroduction Program. 

There is not one person who lives within 
the BRWRA that has not been impacted by 
this wolf recovery program, the vast major-
ity of whom have been impacted negatively. 
I can assure you that most people who live 
within the BRWRA have had their fill of 
wolves and want this program to end now. 

Further evidence of the disruption this in-
credible program has created in the lives of 
hundreds of people, is not necessary. You 
have seen and heard enough and are fully 
aware of the dilemma these folks are forced 
to live with each and every day. 

Also, Mr. Montoya, every elk hunter I see 
is now starting to see the impacts of the wolf 
program on the elk herd in the Gila and, 
likewise, wants the program to end today. 
Dr. Thompson may tell you otherwise, but 
people who live and work in the Gila Na-
tional Forest are seeing a severe decline in 
the numbers of elk throughout the forest. I 
do not need to remind the commission of the 
huge economic benefits the’ elk hunting in-
dustry brings to the state at many levels. 

We know the wolves are killing lots of elk. 
I spoke to one property owner in the Gila 
who counted over 100 elk carcasses in the 
area he hunted in last fall and another saw 
17. A rancher on the northern edge of the 
Gila has seen an 80 percent decline in the 
numbers of elk that he normally will see on 
the ranch. He also told me that he sees lots 
of elk carcasses and he’s sure they were 
killed by wolves. He also believes that for 
every elk that is killed by wolves, four or 
five vacate the area and move to the north. 
So, if that is the case, then the elk herd is 
being reduced by 4 to 5 elk for every one that 
is killed by wolves. 

Another rancher told me that when a pack 
of wolves moves into an area that is inhab-
ited by elk, as soon as the wolves apply dep-
redation pressure, the elk will move out of 
the area and it is not unusual for them to 
travel 20 to 50 miles to get away from the 
wolves. 

So, in order to try and confirm this move-
ment of elk out of the Gila, I called two 
ranchers in the Grants/Gallup area. I asked 
first if they knew of any wolves in that re-
gion of the state and they told me that they 
had not heard of any. I then asked them 
what the situation was with the elk numbers 
in that area. They both said that the elk 
numbers were increasing and that there were 
a lot of elk in the region. 

Both ranchers told me that the elk were 
putting a huge amount of grazing pressure 
on the available forage in the region and 
that the Forest Service was trying to reduce 
livestock numbers on grazing allotments to 
compensate. This might be fine if the Forest 
Service were willing to compensate the 
ranchers for the lost production, but we all 
know that is not going to happen. This is the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7163 June 26, 2007 
same scenario that the ranchers in the Lin-
coln National Forest are struggling with too 
many elk competing with livestock for the 
available forage in the region. 

The Forest Service sure doesn’t have a 
problem forcing ranchers to reduce livestock 
numbers but won’t hold the Department of 
Game and Fish to the same standard. If the 
Forest Service was truly interested in pro-
tecting the resources, then they should hold 
the Game Department to the same standard 
as they do the ranchers who own the grass. 

Anyway, my point is, the wolves are apply-
ing so much pressure on the elk herds in the 
Gila, and aside from the elk they kill, they 
are causing elk to move completely out of 
the Gila and into other areas to the north. 
There is no other direction for them to go. 

So now what happens as the elk numbers 
decline in the Gila? What will replace the elk 
as a primary prey base for wolves? There are 
no deer. The only thing left will be the live-
stock. Cattle are being killed on a fairly reg-
ular basis anyway and will continue to be at 
risk. Horses are extremely vulnerable be-
cause they respect fences and cannot leave 
the country like the elk can. Is this part of 
the plan? 

The wolves have had 10 years to reach 
some kind of acceptable balance and get es-
tablished in the Gila. They’re not even close. 
I offer to you that it is not within reach. An 
acceptable balance of wolves, prey base and 
people in the BRWRA is impossible and the 
program is already a dismal failure. 

At what point will, whoever is in charge of 
this program (I’m not sure any of us know), 
say: ‘‘OK. I guess that’s enough . . .this ain’t 
gonna work’’. 

Where is that sacrificial threshold? Will it 
be when a child is lost? Or maybe it’s more 
than one. 

All I’m asking for is honesty. What do the 
people you have sworn to serve, have to do to 
end this unbelievable injustice? Just tell us 
the truth. 

Thank you for your time. 
JOE DELK. 

TUESDAY, JUNE 05, 2007 7:44 p.m. 
From: Kim Tricky. 
Subject: wolf incident 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PEARCE: Here are a few 
wolf encounters we have experienced first 
hand here on the H–V ranch. The ranch 
straddles the Arizona/New Mexico line with 
the bulk of the ranch in Catron County. The 
first incident is about a large domesticated 
wolf that wandered into the ranch. This hap-
pened about three years ago. 

It was a very LARGE wolf, but obviously 
domesticated. Macky saw him drinking out 
of the horse water trough and watched him 
for quite awhile trying to decide what to do. 
The wolf showed no fear but was not threat-
ening at all—just very thirsty. It then sort of 
followed him to the front of the corral and 
went chest deep into to duck pond where it 
continued to drink. When it came out of the 
water Macky threw a loop made of baling 
twine around its neck and tried to lead it to 
the trailer—it didn’t lead very well, so was 
sort of a half-lead and half-drag kind of deal. 
He had to lift it into the trailer (yes, he real-
ly is that crazy!). We called the wolf people 
and J Brad Miller, who called me back. I told 
him the animal was obviously someone’s pet, 
and absolutely huge!!! Very wolf looking 
with no decernable dog traits. He couldn’t 
believe the size of the wolf when he came to 
pick it up—He said it was a timber wolf— 
like from Canada! They did take it in and do 
the DNA tests and the last I heard some lady 
came and claimed him. I’m sure someone had 
turned him out and he was looking for some-
one to take him home! He appeared to be 
older and had calluses on his elbows like he 
had been laying on concrete for quite a 

while. We have had several other wolf/dog 
episodes here around our house— all have 
proven to be hybrids turned loose. 

Another episode was when we had three 
large black wolves hanging around our corral 
on the hill. We had several cattle in the cor-
ral and they were acting aggressive towards 
Macky when he showed up. He scared them 
off and called the Game and Fish. They de-
termined that they were hybrids and tried to 
trap them but were unsuccessful and finally 
were able to shoot them. We lost a good 
cowdog the night before Macky saw these 
wolves. My son had left him out of the pen 
overnight and he simply disappeared. We 
never saw any sign of him afterwards. 

The third event happened last summer in 
August. The San Mateo pack had been on our 
allotment since their release in March. They 
had killed a calf in one of our upper pastures 
(which was documented by the game and 
fish) but the calf belonged to a neighbor, not 
us. Then they were suspected in a couple of 
killings on the Arizona side of the line above 
our house. We noticed one of our good ranch 
geldings did not come in with the other 
horses and went to investigate. We found 
him dead and pretty decomposed and eaten 
out. Macky looked at his legs for signs of 
predation but could not tell anything, and 
because he was my son’s horse and my son 
was very distraught over the death (at the 
time we assumed maybe he had been hit be 
lightning or something) that we buried him 
with the backhoe. The next day when Macky 
went out to catch one of the younger horses 
to work with him he discovered wounds and 
bite marks all over him. We called Game and 
Fish and they confirmed a wolf attack on 
this two year old thoroughbred colt (grand-
son of Seattle Slew). The colt has since re-
covered, but is very frightened of dogs now. 
We strongly suspect the other horse had been 
run and killed by the wolves also. 

The second spring after the wolves were re-
leased we received a call from the Game and 
Fish about one collared wolf and two 
uncollared wolves jumping up and running 
calves in the Spur Lake Basin. They had 
tried to chase them off the calves with the 
plane and had called Macky to report. We 
then rode everyday over there with a USGF 
person looking for possible kills. All we ever 
found were tight bagged cows missing their 
calves. We would often see a cow ready to 
calve and the next day see her again without 
a calf and obviously tight bagged and bawl-
ing for the calf. When we gathered this pas-
ture to brand we noticed we were at least 20 
calves short of what we would normally ex-
pect to gather. These cows were all preg test-
ed in the Fall and pregnant at the time they 
were turned out to this pasture. 

TUESDAY, JUNE 05, 2007 1:48 P.M. 
From: Mary Macnab. 
Subject: Attacking the people—The Mexican 

wolf 

This area has been inhabited for thousands 
of years and is still laced with living commu-
nities. The landscape has absolutely no 
‘‘core’’ peopless area for wolves to recover in. 
Respected wolf biologists Ed Bangs and 
Stewart Brecht of the No. Rocky. Mt Wolf 
Recovery have recognized this and stated 
that it can never work here. The wolves were 
dumped right on top of us. Not ‘‘over there’’ 
or ‘‘beside’’, but right on top of our back-
yards, towns, communities, children, schools 
and the sensitive grazing/calving areas that 
support the small family ranches which form 
the basis for our regional, sustainable and 
generational economy here. 

I am especially disturbed by the callous 
lack of concern the involved government 
functionaries have regarding incidents where 
wolves stalk and circle our children in the 

woods, in their yards, and walking home 
from school. One county is seeking funds for 
wolf-proof cages so children can wait for the 
schoolbus in relative safety. Small children 
cannot be let out of sight, even in their back 
yard, as many incidents of ‘‘prey testing’’ 
(staring at, stalking/following, showing no 
fear) have been experienced here, especially 
with children. Children old enough to ven-
ture out on their own and all others, to be 
safe, must carry a firearm when leaving 
home. 

This unconscionable situation of irrespon-
sible lawlessness in complete lack of respect 
for our foundational legal protections for 
safety, happiness, and right to protect pri-
vate property have been thrown out the win-
dow in favor of alien agendas contrary to all 
the participating officials oath of office 
which (state and federal) upholds the most 
important and supreme duty—the protection 
of the rights of the people. ANYONE AWARE 
OF WHAT IS ACTUALLY OCCURING HERE 
SHOULD BE VERY ALARMED! This 
percedent of callous governmental disregard 
for the welfare of the people in favor of an 
agenda which is alien and extremely dan-
gerous to them does not bode well for any-
one’s future in the United states. 

Such careless disregard can destroy our 
communities, our families, our economies, 
our whole world. 

The ‘‘pogrom’’ personnel, whilst receiving 
their relatively posh paychecks are fla-
grantly and regularly breaking federal law in 
the form the rules and regulations sup-
posedly governing this program especially 
regarding the safety of the people and their 
livelihoods—many illegalities are protected 
by cover-ups. This is a program with no 
where to go but cultural genocide (by wolves/ 
land torpedoes) or, mercifully, away. 

I recently witnessed a dangerous dog at-
tack another’s pet in an urban area. Wit-
nessed by several people, the response was 
immediate and loud. That dangerous animal 
‘‘should not be out where it could threaten’’ 
others or their pets. One man said that if 
that dog ever threatened him or his dog ‘‘it 
would be dead’’. It was quite obvious that 
these urbanites would broke no dangerous 
animals ranging their and their pets’ terri-
tory. 

Here in pogromland we have no recourse. 
Cattle on the range are fair game unless you 
see the wolf attack which almost never hap-
pens. Compensation is a joke. Children can 
be stalked and monitored by known dan-
gerous wolves daily with no real legal re-
course to protect their safety until the wolf 
‘‘touches’’ (read attacks) the child’s body. 
One bite of these powerfully jawed animals 
can break the leg of a 1,200 lb. elk in half. 
Reporting incidents is fruitless as these are 
downplayed to nonexistance to make the po-
grom look good to the higher-ups and the 
masses. 

All is skewed or covered-up, by massive 
public information campaigns with the ac-
tual ground zero reality carefully censored. 
To these truly misinformed urbanites these 
perception development operations make the 
pogrom seem not only palatable, but 
charismatically desirable. This leads to the 
‘‘public support’’ so often used as the po-
grom’s justification for existance. 

THERE ARE MANY SIMILARITIES BE-
TWEEN DUMPING KILLER PREDATORS IN 
PEOPLE’S YARDS AND COMMANDEERING 
AIRPLANES AND FLYING THEM INTO 
BUILDINGS. In both cases the targets are 
people, not government. 

These federal functionaries who illegally 
and/or unsafely dump killer predators are 
not attacking the U.S. government. They are 
attacking average citizens in our homes and 
on our properties. 

Will you appeal to the Department of Jus-
tice to explain why cover-ups and the break-
ing of federal law and rules leading to illegal 
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predator dumping is not terrorism, and why 
they are shirking their duty? Will you please 
prevail upon the U.S. Attorney to explain to 
the world why planned and deliberate acts of 
terror directed against the people are of no 
concern to his office, if indeed this is the 
case? 

Sincerely, 
MARY MACNAB, 

Blue, AZ. 

JUNE 5, 2007. 
MR. PEARCE: Here is our testimony regard-

ing the Mexican Wolf problem up to 2006. 
Since the beginning of 2007 we have had an-
other confirmed Cow kill along with her 
missing calf. Our ranch is for sale now as we 
cannot sustain such financial losses. Hope 
this will help. 

Thanks for your efforts. 
Narrative Statement of Our Claims, March 

2, 2006: 
The US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) 

wolf management program and actions ad-
versely affect our civil rights and property 
rights and investment-backed expectations 
and way of life. We describe, below, the de-
struction of our property rights, disregard 
for our rights and privileges and the signifi-
cant negative stress on our family. 

In April of 2004, after many years of hard 
work and planning we were at last able to 
purchase our life long dream, a small busi-
ness of our own, the Deadman Allotment we 
call it the V Bar Ranch. In the Fall of ’04 we 
started finding lots of wolf tracks up and 
down the north fork of Negrito in the area 
where our cattle were watering. This was a 
concern to us as we had over $50,000.00 worth 
of cattle inventory, and the future for our 
new business depended on that inventory of 
cows and bulls. We soon found out that the 
US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), 
Mexican Wolf Blue Range Reintroduction 
Projects (MWBRR), San Francisco Wolf Pack 
was in our area. The pack was causing much 
havoc on our neighbors, the Blairs, Rainey 
Mesa, Y-Canyon, N Bar, and the Tackman 
Ranches, and now we too were experiencing 
the same problems. To add to everyone’s 
wolf problems, in the early part of 2005, the 
USFWS Wolf People re-released the Ring 
Pack back into our area. (Note: the pack had 
been removed 365 days earlier because of 
livestock depradation.) Ring female was 
pregnant and ready to have her pups, in 
which she denned up in our Eagle Peak Pas-
ture to have them. These factors set the 
stage for the disastrous spring of 2005. 

In March of ’05 we found 5 dead cows within 
a one mile radius. Three of those cows were 
wolf kills, but we were unable to have them 
confirmed because by the time we found the 
carcasses in our rough terrain, they were too 
dry and eaten up to verify wolf teeth marks. 
We went on the topical evidence, wolf tracks, 
wolf scat, area, and position of where and 
how the cow was laying. It was a positive of 
the three out of five cows. So, there was 
$3600.00 worth of livestock down the tubes, 
not to mention the $1500.00 worth of calves 
the cows would have raised that summer. 

As we continued into the spring of ’05 the 
wolf situation got worse. The Y Canyon 
Ranch had their cattle in the Collins Park 
Pasture which neighbors our Collins Park 
holding pasture. All of the Collins Park area 
is easy open landscape. It is because of the 
topography of the area that our neighbors 
were finding wolf kill after wolf kill in their 
cattle in which were confirmed wolf kills by 
the USDA Animal & Plant Health Inspection 
Service (APHIS). Meanwhile all we were 
finding in our Eagle Peak Pasture (very 
rough terrain) was wolftracks, wolf scat with 
cow hair in it, and about six tight bagged 
cows minus their calves. Another $3,000.00 
worth of calves lost. Adding all the topical 

signs up we knew what was taking place; our 
new business’s assets were literally being 
eaten up by the wolves. 

As we started gathering the cattle off the 
mountain into our Collins Park holding Pas-
ture to brand and vaccinate the calves, we 
were very nervous about moving them down 
to where even more slaughter was taking 
place. So we were working as fast as we 
could. After gathering everything we came 
up seven cows short, and that was not count-
ing the five cow carcasses we had found in 
early March. So, that added another $4,600.00 
more to our losses thus far. 

In mid June branding day at the Collins 
Park Corrals revealed that we had sixteen 
calves to brand out of 91 cows. Out of those 
16 calves there were four that were injured. 
So we caught 2 of the calves and had Richard 
Grabbe with APHIS (Note: APHIS works 
hand in hand with USFWS Wolf Project) in-
spect the calves with us. Our suspicions were 
confirmed, there were indeed wolf bites and 
abrasions on the calves. Mr. Grabbe wrote a 
report on one of the calves as to confirming 
a non lethal wolf attack. So, here we were 
with 4 gimpy calves, two of which never fully 
recovered from their injuries, costing us an-
other $800.00. (Note: understandably cattle 
buyers do not like to buy crippled livestock.) 

During our spring ‘05 round up time, the 
USFWS Wolf people had taken out (Cap-
tured, and removed, not killed) the female 
and one yearling pup of the San Francisco 
Pack thinking this would relieve the live-
stock massacres taking place in our area. 
(Much to their (USFWS) dismay, the killings 
did not stop.) Simultaneously, the USFWS 
Wolf People were trying to catch the Ring 
Pack Male, so we figured if the Wolf Project 
Folks would do that it would break up the 
killer packs even more and perhaps we would 
see some relief in sight from the livestock 
losses. Unfortunately, when John Oakleaf 
(the Wolf Project field team leader) was 
asked what their plan was when they caught 
the Ring Male, he told us that the male 
Rings radio collar was not working and that 
they would re-collar the animal and turn 
him loose. That’s when we decided to remove 
our 16 cow/calf pairs in an effort to save what 
calf crop we had left. This was a hard deci-
sion to make because we had such good feed 
and water right there on our own little V Bar 
Ranch, after all that’s what we bought it for. 
The extra cost of a hauling expense and pas-
ture rent of around $1500.00 seemed ridicu-
lous, but we felt we had to salvage what we 
could. 

The pasture we moved our cattle to was on 
the F Bar D Ranch, 20 miles away, out of the 
Wolf Recovery area. It is owned by our em-
ployer, Frank DalMolin. (We hold this job in 
order to add income for improvements to our 
V Bar Ranch, so that when we retire our 
small business would be up and running.) Our 
safe pasture was to be short lived. Not even 
one week later after our cows were barely 
settled into their new pasture on the F Bar 
D, we found a F Bar D calf killed by a wolf 
less than 250 yards away from the livestock 
drinker. We were shocked, as the wolf people 
assured us when we reported to them, that 
the lone wolf sighted, was a scavenger and 
not a livestock killer and was probably just 
passing through. The wolfs number was 859, 
and he stayed, killed, and he dined on an F 
Bar D calf Here was a wolf in the private 
land sector, out of the recovery range, kill-
ing. A loss to our employer of around $700.00. 
Wolf #859 was trapped that night off the kill 
and promptly removed, but only to be re-re-
leased in the very near future, the spring of 
2006. We now realize, that not only the busi-
nesses inside the wolf recovery areas are 
being destroyed but we were seeing what the 
future would hold for other businesses out-
side the MWBRR project areas. All busi-

nesses in our rural areas will be destroyed by 
this Wolf Project, because every business in 
a rural area upholds one another financially. 
It will indeed have a dominoe effect. 

In January of 2006 at our V Bar Ranch 
(Deadman Allotment), we started the year 
off with a fat full grown cow (probably heavy 
bred), found dead, stretched out across a 
boulder, about 50 yards from our lick tub. It 
was a confirmed wolf kill costing us yet an-
other $1500.00. Mr. Grabbe with APHIS set a 
trap and caught an uncollared male wolf. 
The MWBRR Project protocol was to collar 
the wolf and turn the thief loose to go about 
his wolfly business of killing. The newly col-
lared #1008 wolf was now on record. Since 
then we have found the leg bone of a calf, 2 
crippled calves, 1 crippled bull, and 2 tight 
bagged cows missing their calves. Estimated 
cost at this time is around $3700.00. 

With the new year starting off with more 
wolf depradation we are reminded of what 
John Oakleaf, field personel with the 
MWBRR Project told us, he said, according 
to his studies from the wolf project in Idaho, 
for every wolf kill you find, there are 8 more 
that you are not finding. With this in mind, 
we realize our small business cannot sustain 
such financial losses and we will be put out 
of business by the Mexican Wolf Blue Range 
Reintroduction Project. We have spoken 
with a realtor about selling the ranch and 
were told that because of wolf problem we 
would not be able to market our place as a 
viable working ranch. So, all we are left with 
is the 115 acres of private land worth an esti-
mated $115,000.00. This would leave us well 
over $140,000.00 short of our investment. It 
would seem like a small amount for a lot of 
people, but to us, this was our life savings 
and dream eaten up by the Mexican Wolf 
Blue Range Recovery Project. 

In conclusion, the Mexican wolf introduc-
tion will make it impossible for us to stay in 
business, to cover our operational expenses 
into the next year, and it would significantly 
restrict our ability to get loans. Unless there 
is immediate relief from the actions by the 
FWS. We are being denied our basic rights 
and liberties, including restraint of trade 
and denial of pursuit of happiness. 

Submitted by, 
JIM AND SHERRI HAUGHT, 

V Bar Ranch (Deadman Allotment) Owners. 

DOBSON FAMILY FARMS, 
SHEEP SPRINGS SHEEP CO., 

June 5, 2007. 
Hon. STEVE PEARCE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PEARCE: I recently 
received an email that was forwarded us 
from Laura Schneberger, Winston, NM. In 
the email, Laura asked for testimony on ex-
periences related to the Mexican Wolf Pro-
gram. As an Arizona neighbor, we are facing 
the same problems. I hope this letter and ac-
companying documentation will help you in 
your battle to set things right. 

On April 30th of this year, I visited Wash-
ington DC and was able to meet with most of 
the Arizona legislators and discuss several 
topics of concern with regard to the agri-
culture and livestock issues facing our fam-
ily business operation. Among these topics of 
conversation was the reintroduction of the 
Mexican wolf into Arizona and New Mexico. 

As I told the Arizona delegation, I firmly 
believe the money being spent on this en-
deavor is not only a waste of taxpayer’s dol-
lars, but will in fact make it impossible for 
future generations to make a living raising 
livestock on the forest grazing permits. I am 
68 years old. It is my intention to turn my 
livestock operation over to the 4th genera-
tion of the Dobson family. However, if things 
continue as they are now, the 4th generation 
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of Dobsons will no longer be able to raise 
livestock. Wolves are currently being re-
introduced into areas less than 3⁄4 of a mile 
from our private property. Cattle and sheep 
graze on this property during the summer in 
our breeding season. The wolves, if they are 
allowed to attack and kill our livestock, will 
prevent us from having a normal breeding 
season. 

Enclosed is a current report from the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service who confirmed a 
sheep kill by a Mexican Wolf on our private 
property. This is what we are up against if 
the wolves are allowed to remain in the area. 

I have just this week sent this information 
to each of the Arizona delegates and wel-
come your support in helping to remove 
these wolves from our forest grazing permit. 
My family and I greatly appreciate your as-
sistance in this matter and offer any assist-
ance that we can provide to help you in New 
Mexico. 

Respectively submitted, 
DWAYNE E. DOBSON, 
Sheep Springs Sheep Co., 

Dobson and Dobson Livestock. 

TUESDAY, JUNE 05, 2007 9:30 A.M. 
Subject: FW: What has the wolf program cost 

you? 
MONDAY, JUNE 04, 2007 5:32 P.M. 

Subject: Fwd: What has the wolf program 
cost you? 

Arizona needs to pitch in and tell our story 
too! Pass this to your friends and neighbors 
who have been effected. 

Send a letter, your testimonial. Thanks, 
your true story is needed. 

DARCY ELY, 
Four Drag Ranch @ Eagle Creek. 

From: Laura 
To: Laura 

Mon, 4 Jun 2007 8: 17 a.m. 
Subject: What has the wolf program cost 

you? 
All, If you have had Mexican wolf experi-

ence, whether it is related to livestock, 
recreation, personnel, or anything relating 
to your home life or your children’s and your 
own well being, please write it out and send 
it via email or snail mail or fax, to Tim 
Charters at the above address. This Must be 
done within the next two weeks. 

Congressman Pearce is collecting actual 
incidents that have caused people to be af-
fected by Mexican wolf program problems in 
their day to day lives. This program and it’s 
managers are adept at sweeping things under 
the rug and downplaying the seriousness of 
the problems on the ground. Therefore, Your 
testimony is needed at the congressional 
level. Congressman Pearce wants a stack of 
letters to support his actions. 

This is something that you can also help 
your neighbor do, if your neighbors don’t 
have internet, please please print this and 
take it to them. Also, I have a lot of address-
es, but not every address of folks who have 
been impacted by this program, so please 
call your neighbors and let them know about 
this effort. 

It is vital that this is done and the hun-
dreds of incidents and wolf problems are in 
the congressman’s hands as soon as possible. 
Even if you have written it all out before, 
please do it one more time. If you have any 
questions please contact me. 

LAURA SCHNEBERGER, 
Gila Livestock Growers Association. 

TUESDAY, JUNE 05, 2007 1:45 P.M. 
From: Mary Macnab. 
Subject: Mexican wolf crises. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PEARCE: This wolf pro-
gram will affect every person in this country 
whether they have livestock, hunt, or like to 
hike in the woods or not as it is yet another 
illegal, treasonous act by a corrupt govern-

ment designed to dispossess the citizens of 
their property and turn them into a nation 
of helpless victims. 

Supposedly we don’t live in a country 
where the government can do this to people. 
This country has a constitution which is sa-
cred and the highest law of the land and can-
not be violated without committing treason, 
the highest crime of a civil nature of which 
one can be guilty. The Constitution simply 
does not allow majority rule over the con-
stitutionally protected rights of others. This 
is the main point I wish to make although 
the wolf (dog) program has affected people in 
Catron County in many ways. 

We are watching our communities and our 
culture die. At public meetings we see first 
hand the looks of glee on the faces of the evil 
fascists who are perpetrating this destruc-
tion. 

This all takes us back to the dark ages 
when people were constantly under siege. 

Children are afraid to walk home from 
their bus stops. Parents must now see that 
they are safely attended and safely escorted 
both going and coming. 

What happened to our safety, peace, pros-
perity? This is oppression! A war on the peo-
ple! 

Sincerely, 
TOM MACNAB 

Catron County, NM. 

MONDAY, JUNE 04, 2007 1:21 PM 
From: Jim Taylor. 
Subject: wolf program cost. 

We are involved in a small mother-cow op-
eration, and fortunately are fairly well re-
moved from the areas wolves have been in-
troduced to-however-we did sight a pair on 
our property (17 miles east of T or C, NM) 
and this sighting was confirmed by our 
neighbors to the east of us and all the way 
south to the Cutter area. 

We reported this sighting to US fish and 
game—several months later, one of their 
reps came by asking about the sighting . . . 
as if they really cared. We attended one 
‘‘wolf meeting’’ in T or C—hosted by fish and 
game I guess. Forest Svc, State fish and 
game, US fish&game, and some more reps 
from other govt agencies there. I did some 
rough, unqualified math in my head in rela-
tion to what all these talking heads with the 
govt agencies were making (salaries, ex-
penses, transportation, etc) then added what 
their employees (field grunts) were making— 
then the cost of equipment, feed, medicine, 
etc, then the scariest part—what their bosses 
(the politicians, lobbies, and other general 
carpet baggers) were milking us (the tax 
paying public) for. I stated to the chair of 
that meeting that I surely didn’t begrudge 
anybody employment, but I felt our tax dol-
lars—and their educations, could certainly 
be put to better use than feeding a bunch of 
wild dogs. Seemed pretty darn silly to be 
messing with obsolete evolution while we 
have so many socio-economic challenges in 
this country—(the homeless, the hungry, the 
uninsured, just to scratch the surface). In-
stead of feeding a wild dog, why not channel 
that money and all the ‘‘brain power’’ these 
wolf activists and their lackeys control to a 
very evident and more worthwhile endeavor. 
I don’t like the tax burden I carry, but if I’ve 
got to pay those taxes, I hate to see them 
squandered on the wolves. From where I sit, 
the whole program stinks—I think it’s about 
how many dollars the carpet bagging activ-
ists can garner, and the wolves are no more 
than a vehicle for them to reach that end. 
AND AT THE TAXPAYERS EXPENSE. I 
also believe the wolf program is a poorly 
masked assault on the livestock industry 
and possibly even conspires to a future land 
grab, as ranchers are forced out of business. 

Sorry, but I cant find much nice to say about 
the program. 

JIM TAYLOR, 
Engle, NM. 

MONDAY, JUNE 04, 2007 12:49 PM 
From: Frank Morris. 
Subject: The wolf in the yard. 

SIR: In 2005 I suffered a broken ankle and 
was home in a cast. (No dramatic story here, 
I just fell over) on a March morning at ap-
proximately 10 a.m. I heard both of my dogs 
(ACDs) barking furiously on the front porch. 
struggling from my chair I opened the front 
door. There, not ten yards away was a Mexi-
can wolf looking directly at me. The dogs 
nearly knocked me over getting into the 
house. The wolf looked at me for a full thirty 
seconds before turning and trotting away ab-
solutely unconcerned. The animal was a full 
grown adult male and did not appear to be 
collared. It was in fact a wolf, not a coyote. 
I know this not only from my observation 
but also from my dogs reaction, typicly they 
run a single coyote off the place. 

I live far outside the ‘‘Wolf study area’’ at 
the very southern most point of the Gila 
approx. 7/10 of a mile north of hwy.152 @ 
MM10 bordering Nat. Forest. 

FRANK ‘‘TWO JUMP’’ MORRIS, 
Hanover, NM. 

MONDAY, JUNE 04, 2007 2:23 PM 
Subject: Point of Cattle on San Carlos 

Apache Reservation. 
DEAR SIR: We reported in the recent review 

that our cost estimate on losses has been 
over $300,000.00 in cattle lost. This was sev-
eral years ago and just recently, we have re-
ports of 2 more cattle being killed by wolves. 
This has been reported to FWS and hopefully 
we can get compensated for these losses. Our 
reservation has 82% unemployment rate. 
Many people do not work and Apaches have 
a host of social problems from this cycle of 
poverty that we are in and the economic 
harm caused by wolves eating our cattle 
herd compounds the problem to a dispos-
sessed people. Here an animal, through fed-
eral policy, disposses us of income and 
causes economic deprivation to Apaches on 
the reservation. 

Thanks, 
STEVE M. TITLA, 

Globe, AZ. 

FRIDAY, JUNE 8, 2007. 
From: jwolkins. 
Subject: The Wolf Program. 

TO REPRESENTATIVE STEVAN PEARCE: We 
understand that you are collecting incidents 
where citizens have encountered wolves, 
since the reintroduction of the wolves into 
the Arizona-New Mexico border area. We are 
ranchers on the Blue River, just over the 
state line (Az. side). Since the outset of the 
program, we have lost one pet dog to the 
wolves. However, we have had several other 
unpleasant episodes with the wolves. With 
the dog, it dragged into the yard with punc-
ture wounds in the hip and leg. The evening 
before there had been 3 wolves in our mead-
ow by our barn. When I took the dog to the 
vet, Dr. Duncan, he said the wounds were 
consistent with a large canine attack. The 
dog had to be put down, but later John 
Oakleaf (with the wolf program) went to 
look at the dog and said it looked like it had 
been hit by a car! The dog had no access to 
the highway so we knew that didn’t happen! 
This is how the wolf personnel always re-
spond when a wolf is implicated. We had the 
wolves chase our cows and calves in the same 
meadow, but we always drove them off. 
Later, we moved to a different ranch on the 
Blue River (partly because of the wolf prob-
lems). At this ranch, all our cattle are right 
near us and not on Public lands. So when the 
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wolves were dropped into the Blue and imme-
diately started attacking home-owners’ dogs, 
etc. we knew we would soon have them at 
the back door. Sure enough, three of them 
came and tried to attack two of our dogs 
through the fence. Once again, we drove 
them away, but now the fear is always there, 
that the wolves will be back. The Aspen pack 
terrorized our close-knit community for 
weeks, but the wolf program still insists that 
they want to put 100 more wolves into the 
Blue. There is no prey base here for the 
wolves, except cattle, horses, pets and peo-
ple. I have followed this program from its 
very beginnings, and know that millions and 
millions of taxpayer dollars have been spent, 
and to date, there are no more than 2 or 3 
breeding pairs. In my estimation it has been 
a total failure, and has hurt the economy of 
our ranching and tourist industries very 
badly. I truly hope you can do something in 
your office to help people that are in a lot of 
stress because of this predator which should 
never have been put into a populous area. 

Thank you for all your efforts. 
MR. AND MRS. DERRILL O. WOLKINS, 

J Lazy W Ranch, Blue, AZ. 

INHERENT POTENTIAL FOR PTSD AMONG CHIL-
DREN LIVING IN AREAS WHERE THE MEXICAN 
GRAY WOLF IS BEING ‘‘REINTRODUCED’’ 
In the spring of 1998 the Mexican Gray 

Wolf, who was on a list of ‘‘endangered spe-
cies’’, ‘‘reintroduced’’ into ranching country 
in west-central New Mexico and east-central 
Arizona. The wolves in question had been 
primarily breed and ‘‘hand raised’’ in cap-
tivity. The species was most probably ‘‘en-
dangered’’ because the wolves had been sys-
tematically eliminated, over a period of 150 
years, by ranchers who were settling the 
area and developing herds of beef cattle to 
support themselves and their families. The 
cattle industry in the west had become big 
business in the mid 1800s when, during the 
civil war, the governments of both the North 
and the South were buying beef to feed their 
armies. 

It was very apparent to the ranchers that 
wolves and cattle aren’t gregarious compan-
ions! It was also very apparent that wolves 
were also NOT compatible with the normal 
activities of ‘‘family life’’ within the ranch-
ing areas! 

Ranchin continued to be both a way of life 
and a profitable business in the areas above 
described until the concept of ‘‘turning back 
the clock’’ became popular. 

Americans are proud of their heritage. It is 
admirable to want to remember the past and 
preserve species that played a role in our 
lives. However, reintroducing wolves in the 
Southwest is about as intelligent as it would 
be to ‘‘reintroduce’’ smallpox! 

Within a few years it became very appar-
ent to the inhabitants of eastern Arizona and 
western New Mexico that the ‘‘reintroduc-
tion’’ of the Mexican Gray Wolf was contrib-
uting to the demise of their lifestyle and 
their communities! 

Of paramount concern to the population 
was the effect of the wolf ‘‘reintroduction’’ 
on the children in the region! 

As a Medical Doctor with a background in 
both Pediatrics and Child Psychiatry, I was 
asked to meet with ranching children and 
their families within the ‘‘reintroduction’’ 
area to ascertain the psychological effects of 
the wolf reintroduction program upon the 
children. 

I was able to compare the results of the 
parent questionnaire which I had con-
structed for parents in the wolf reintroduc-
tion area with questionnaires circulated to 
ranching families in New Mexico and Ari-
zona who do NOT reside in ‘‘Wolf’’ country. 
This was made possible through the efforts 

of the Cattle Growers Associations in New 
Mexico and Arizona, thus obtaining a control 
group for evaluating my findings. 

In my study group each child was seen face 
to face and personally interviewed by me be-
tween February 1 and March 15 of 2007. Chil-
dren were seen either in the schools which 
they attended or in their homes. Question-
naires were completed by their parents. 

Weaknesses in this study include: 
1. The lack of ‘‘random selection’’ of sub-

jects from the wolf ‘‘reintroduction’’ area. 
(All the ranches in this area had been visited 
by wolves.) 

2. Possibility of ‘‘prejudice’’ on the part of 
the author, relative to her residence on a 
ranch within the ‘‘reintroduction’’ area. 

3. The relatively small numbers in each 
group. It should be noted that because the 
study involves ‘‘ranching’’ the total popu-
lation interviewed within the ‘‘reintroduc-
tion’’ area includes at least 90 percent of all 
families with children living on actual 
‘‘working ranches’’ within the area. 

Results of the Study: 
To date questionnaire have been obtained 

from equal numbers of children living on 
ranches in both the wolf ‘‘reintroduction’’ 
area and the ranching areas of Arizona and 
New Mexico where the Mexican Gray Wolf 
has NOT been ‘‘reintroduced’’. Several re-
turns were not calibrated because of tech-
nical concerns (e.g.: reports about children 3 
years of age or less). 

Within the ‘‘reintroduction’’ area parents 
report that: 

93 percent of their children startle more 
easily (than prior to the wolves arriving). 

87 percent of the children believe that the 
wolves are presenting a danger to themselves 
or family members. [Due to depredation of 
livestock and family pets, this IS a VERY 
REALISTIC concern!!] 

80 percent of the children realize that they 
are HELPLESS to control or stop the events 
they see occurring around them because of 
wolves in proximity to their homes. One 
child watched her horse attacked and killed 
in the barnyard. She then ran up to the 
ranch house with one of the wolves in hot 
pursuit! 

80 percent of children in the ‘‘reintroduc-
tion’’ area . . . who previously slept in their 
own beds/bedrooms through the night, now 
frequently get out of their beds during the 
night and come into their parents’ room, 
wanting to get in bed with their parents. 

73 percent of the children awaken in the 
night crying or screaming because of night-
mares, not present prior to the wolf ‘‘re-
introduction’’. 

73 percent of parents state that they be-
lieve that the ‘‘wolf events’’ which have oc-
curred involving their children have been 
very traumatic for the children. 

67 percent of parents whose children have 
been involved in ‘‘wolf events’’ report that 
their children have ‘‘become more clinging.’’ 
[Among the children who have NOT been ex-
posed to wolves (control group) 10 percent 
are reported to have experienced recent trau-
matic events. None of these children are re-
ported to have become more clinging.] 

53 percent of the children who have experi-
enced traumatic events involving wolves now 
appear to be unable to remain focused during 
activities which they participated in for age 
appropriate lengths of times prior to their 
exposures to wolves. 

None of the youngsters exposed to wolves 
are reputed to have exhibited any of the 
symptoms described above prior to their ex-
posures to the Mexican Gray Wolf. 

It is definitely noteworthy that the behav-
iors/symptoms described above constitute 
the major symptoms involved in the diag-
nosis of Post Traumatic Stress Disorder. 

None of these children are reported to have 
exhibited any of the symptoms described 

above prior to the ‘‘reintroduction’’ of the 
Mexican Gray Wolf in the area of their 
homes. 

Questionnaires returned from ranches out-
side of the wolf ‘‘reintroduction’’ area indi-
cate that 40 percent of these youngsters have 
‘‘experienced one or more recent traumatic 
events NOT involving wolves’’. 20% of these 
children have recently developed a fear of 
snakes. 10 percent are having trouble staying 
focused on events they were usually able to 
stick with for age appropriate periods. 

Post Traumatic Stress Disorder is a major 
psychiatric illness. While it may exist ‘‘short 
term’’, and dissipate when the precipitating 
factors (e.g.:—wolves) are removed, the dis-
order frequently becomes permanent, and, 
occurring in childhood it may impede the 
child’s normal psychological development. 
Certainly, ongoing exposure to the events 
which led to the original symptoms can be 
expected to interfere with development of a 
stable psychological outlook. 

The serious psychological problems cur-
rently being expressed by children in the 
wolf ‘‘reintroduction’’ areas of Arizona and 
New Mexico can best be addressed by the im-
mediate re-location of the offending wolf 
population! 

In researching the ‘‘reintroduction’’ 
project it is apparent that the ranching fam-
ilies within the area were NOT consulted 
prior to reintroduction of the wolves! 

As a physician who has dealt with children 
now for 50 years. I am convinced that con-
cerns for the welfare of the children involved 
MUST take precedence over any and all con-
cerns for the ‘‘wolf project’’!!! 

JULIA MARTIN, M.D., 
LUCE RANCH, 

Blue, AZ. 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 13, 2007 1:51 PM 
From: Tom & Jeanie Hutchison. 
Subject: Mexican Grey Wolves. 

When the Aspen Wolf Pack was terrorizing 
the Blue River residents, we had several 
incidences with them as they went back and 
forth, many times, through our property. 
One incident in particular sticks in my 
mind. 

It was early January and I was home alone. 
My husband’s mother had suffered a stroke 
and he was in Tucson to tend to her. It had 
been raining and snowing quite a bit, and the 
river was in quite a flood stage. All of my 
neighbors on this end of the river were gone, 
and the flooded river made it impossible for 
me to get out, or for anyone to come in. So 
not only was I home alone, I could expect no 
outside assistance if I should need it. 

I had not been sleeping well because of the 
constant wolf harassment of our dogs and 
our small flock of Barbados Sheep. The 
wolves would always come in in the middle 
of the night, and thankfully, my dogs were a 
great ‘‘early warning system’’. It was about 
12:30 in the middle of the night when I heard 
an awful dog fight right in my front yard. I 
jumped out of bed and ran out the front door 
barefoot and in my pajamas, and into the 
snow. I know that my dogs don’t have a 
chance against a wolf, but my brave dogs 
don’t know that. As I was running out the 
front door I started yelling . . . I can’t even 
tell you what I was yelling, only that I knew 
I had to break up the fight and protect my 
dogs. The alpha pair of the Aspen Pack were 
at my front gate, fighting with my 2 dogs 
through the wire fence. The wolves ran away 
to the north toward my neighbor’s home. 
One of my dogs had sustained a bloody cut 
on the top of his nose, but that was all the 
damage, that time. (Note: On another occa-
sion, my dogs fought with the Alpha male 
wolf through a back fence about 50 feet from 
our back door, and just over the fence from 
my sheep. That time, the same dog suffered 
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some cuts to his muzzle. The ‘‘rag-box’s’’ 
battery had gone dead.) 

I came back into the house for a robe, slip-
pers, flashlight, wolf radio-collar monitor, 
and my shotgun with ‘‘cracker shells’’ in it. 
I knew the falling snow would soon fill the 
tracks, so I quickly went into the road to 
confirm my sighting. Indeed, the two adult 
wolves had walked right down the road in 
front of my home and confronted my dogs at 
the gate, then ran on up the road when I 
went out. As I was walking toward the pens 
behind my house to check on our livestock, 
I heard the ‘‘rag box’’ that the Wolf Program 
people had provided, begin to flash and sound 
off. This is a battery-operated system that 
starts making lots of noise and flashing 
lights whenever it picks up a radio-collar 
signal from the collared wolves. They were 
so close to me that I didn’t even have the an-
tenna on the radio receiver, and the signal 
was coming through very loud and clear on 
my hand-held radio. I knew the wolves had 
circled back and were coming in on my 
sheep! I began to run again and started 
yelling and shooting ‘‘cracker shells’’ into 
the dark. I heard their radio-collar signal 
lessen and fade as they headed north again. 

Needless to say, I came back into the 
house in a sorry state. I’m in my 60’s and far 
too old to be out chasing wolves through the 
snow in the middle of a winter night. If any-
thing had happened to me, wolf-caused or 
not, I wouldn’t be here writing this story. I 
immediately phoned all the Wolf Program 
people I had phone numbers for. One had the 
nerve to ask me if I was SURE it was 
wolves!! Unless they’ve started radio-col-
laring very large coyotes . . . yes, it was 
wolves . . . two of them. Another asked me, 
well, what did I expect them to do about it?? 
I suspect I singed his ear hairs with my 
reply. 

JEAN HUTCHISON, 
Blue, AZ. 

MR. PEARCE: Few things relating to eco-
nomic impacts on the lake Roberts commu-
nity, program issues I see (tip if the iceberg) 
and the affects on my horses with 1 wolf 
showing up on my property and the affects 
this had and will have on the Lake Roberts 
community. The Lake Roberts community is 
bounded on all sides by the Gila National 
Forest. Our community has a general store 
and 4 lodging/hotels. All but one have re-
cently changed hands and are going through 
renovations. Additionally our community 
has many retirees and horse ranchetts. The 
majority of the families here have about 3 or 
4 horses and may from time to time have a 
foal. Our community is very tourist based. 
People enjoy the lake, head to the cliff 
dwellings, camp and enjoy the amazing beau-
ty of this area. This is a good community of 
good people. Everyone here pitches in to help 
each other. We are all concerned here about 
wolf impacts. Some people are concerned 
about speaking up. 

I was at a meeting in Silver City this 
spring where FWS admitted they do not have 
funding and personnel to properly manage 
this program but are going to continue to ex-
pand. The complaints I have heard and sto-
ries continue to horrify me. The lack of in-
vestigation, destruction of evidence, bending 
of rules to suit the program mangers and 
truthful reporting seems to be always in 
question. 

From a program management standpoint 
this program has been mishandled on so 
many levels and I find it hard to believe they 
are under funded and unable to handle the 
wolves they have now. Yet they are going to 
expand. That is a RED Flag to me. 

It also appears that they have trouble 
holding on to quality personnel or have hired 
dysfunctional personnel or that personnel 

are shifting between agencies and extreme 
environmental groups. Not to forget the 
abuse and lack of customer focus. The cus-
tomers would be the people with the people 
living with these wolves being the major cus-
tomers. I feel all the managers and the peo-
ple working for them should be focused on 
the people living with the program first and 
the wolves second. That is not what has oc-
curred. 

I am concerned about the attitudes of the 
high level wolf managers when they say 
things like a kid being attacked and killed 
by a wolf is no different than dieing on the 
highway . . . we do not stop building high-
ways. What? I see the need for transpor-
tation and the safety that has been incor-
porated into highways and cars and the ne-
cessity of travel and transportation dif-
ferently that the desire for having wolves 
and the lack of safety considerations of the 
wolf personnel. This bias of not considering 
or dismissing child safety very concerning to 
me. I wonder if they discount my life just as 
easily or the lives of my four legged family 
members. 

There is also a need transportation and a 
desire by some for wolves both are not needs. 
Wolves are not needed in our community of 
Lake Roberts and I am sure in other commu-
nities in and around the Gila and AS Na-
tional Forests. We function just fine without 
wolves. 

I could go on here but the key is no over-
sight. Would you fly in a plane that was not 
independently certified? Would you feel that 
the airplane developers could be trusted or 
do you think oversight would be necessary? 
I feel this program as any that has safety 
implications should have independent over-
sight. I also feel the wolf program has been 
run in a very insensitive way for the people 
forced to live with the program and writing 
that up could take pages. 

The things I see show signs of a very dys-
functional organization in the wolf program. 

I do hope for additional funding for USDA 
wild life services as it appears they are very 
under funded to do the investigations nec-
essary. The trails here in the forest are also 
a mess, dangerous and in disrepair. It would 
have been nice if the wolf program money 
had been put into a more positive use where 
all could enjoy the forest. 

I with another local person, organize horse 
clinics where people come from all over the 
west to attend. This has a very positive eco-
nomic impact on the Lake Roberts commu-
nity as the hotels are filled and meals and 
other local purchases on non holiday weeks. 
We do 2 or 3 of these during the summer. 
Usually June, July and August for more than 
a week each time. If one wolf incident hap-
pens . . . and that would be as much as a 
horse spooking or being unsettled these clin-
ics will be over. One howl and done forever! 

No one wants to come to a beautiful place 
to put their horse in danger. These are also 
very expensive horses. The thousands of dol-
lars of positive economic impact to the com-
munity will be lost. I worry now about all 
the horses when they are here. 

I can also no longer take my dog on trail 
rides. He is very sad and depressed about this 
as am I. My dog has been useful to my safety 
in the past where he has assisted in running 
off a bear and lion. Not bad for a little lab 
mix. I am concerned when I am working my 
dressage horses in the arena and my dog is 
not in sight that something bad might hap-
pen. 

I also breed my horses to expensive 
warmblood stallions and the foals are often 
worth more that 7,000 when born. One wolf 
accident and it is a full economic loss. Often 
you have to feed the lame horse for the rest 
of its life. A horse costs at a minimum $1200 
to feed and for shots every year. When I raise 

a foal it is one a year. A lot rides on one foal. 
This is also true for my neighbors. We have 
lots of small horse farms here and many of 
us raise only 1 foal a year. But is more than 
economics . . . it is really about the loss of 
safety and enjoyment of my property and the 
protection of my four legged family mem-
bers. 

While my wolf incident is very minor com-
pared to others they still have had an eco-
nomic and safety concerns within my family. 

After the millers horse ‘‘Six’’ was slaugh-
tered. I asked to be educated on how to live 
with wolves as Defenders say I should. I grew 
up in Canada and thought I knew but I am 
always willing to learn. This call was placed 
to Bruce Thompson about the middle of Jan-
uary 2007. It is now June I am yet to be edu-
cated on how to live with wolves. I have di-
rectly asked Bruce Thompson head of NM 
Game and Fish 3 additional times even stat-
ing I would get other horse owners in the 
area together. Still the only call I got was 
the call I will describe below. I have asked 4 
times to Bruce and 1 time to a NM game offi-
cial. It is now June. My local Game and Fish 
guy (not part of the wolf program and I 
think he feels bad) says he is going to try 
and put something together for me and oth-
ers to help. He is a good guy and I am dis-
gusted with the rest. 

I also asked Bruce Thompson about over-
sight and other issues with the program and 
he went into how that is not needed and how 
FWS, AZDGF and NMGF all work together 
as one big happy family. I feel with no inde-
pendent oversight then abuse will occur and 
it appears with this program that has oc-
curred. 

The end of January I did get a call from 
Saleen Richter (not sure of spelling) from 
NM Game and Fish she made it clear that 
she was busy and did I really want educated 
because wolves would probably not be in 
Lake Roberts. She went on to discredit the 
Millers and state how they lived way out 
there and this is why they had had the wolf 
problem, and that they leave their horses for 
weeks at a time. I understand from the mil-
lers this is not so. She definitely implied the 
Millers were not good people and implied 
they were responsible for the wolf slaugh-
tering their horse and that she was busy 
there protecting the wolves from their other 
horses. I said to her what about my injured 
horse that cannot run as fast as the others, 
or my neighbors older horse or my other 
neighbors lame horse or the foals . . . and 
that often I am gone for weeks at a time on 
business and I have someone caring for my 
horses does that make me a bad person? She 
then made it clear in her implications that 
she did not want to come out to educate me 
as to how to live with wolves. All and all a 
very weird and unprofessional conversation 
with this NM Game and Fish official and I 
am offended to be paying for this program. 

Then on February 21, I left my home office 
to put my horses in the barn for the night. I 
got to my horses and my dog refused to leave 
the truck. I cannot remember when he has 
ever not happy bounded out off the truck. 
My horses were frantic and were racing 
around their paddock and nervously looking 
up our mountain which borders with the na-
tional forest. They had already run through 
the electric tape fence that divides two of 
the paddocks. No horses were seriously in-
jured but my mare that is lame for life with 
a broken hip did injure her hip again. I did 
have to administer pain killers (butte) for 
about 1 week due to this re-injury. 

I opened the gate and the horses blasted 
towards the barn. They never go in their 
stalls at night until they are clean and hay 
is in their waiting for them. My one mare 
later left her stall ran back past me to re-
turn to her corral and in my presence kept 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7168 June 26, 2007 
stepping forward and nodding with her nose 
in pointing type behavior looking up the 
mountain. I did not see a wolf. My eyesight 
is bad and the mountain has lots of vegeta-
tion. I think the wolf was about 100 yards up 
the hill which is 20 feet from the edge my 
paddock fence. 

I then went to toss a lead rope over her 
neck and was preparing to halter her when 
she blasted out (she never does this) and 
back to the barn. She was covered in a 
sticky panicky sweat and all my horses were 
very upset but did calm down when I closed 
the barn doors. I could have been injured 
with my mare’s serious panic and was lucky 
that I did not get run over by a 1000 horse. 

Horses are prey animals and usually do not 
like to be confined but on this day they felt 
their barn was the safest place for them. I 
found this very interesting and had not expe-
rienced this behavior before. Maybe this is 
why the Millers horse Six ran to his corral 
. . . he was so panicked he thought it was 
the only safe place for him. My horses like 
their barn but often they enjoy being out 
even in the worst weather. 

For the next few weeks not only were they 
more on edge and looking up the mountain 
constantly. One horse was always more on 
watch more than normal. They also lost 
weight for two weeks and were not eating 
well during the day when turned out. My 
horses were not rideable for a week and I 
even canceled going to a small show (no 
entry fees lost) due to their upset. 

For over a month when my horses were let 
out of the barn in the morning they walk to 
the main door and look up the mountain and 
cautious step out of the barn. In the past 
they would be let loose from their stalls and 
confidently trot out of the barn never even 
looking. 

It is summer now and my horses are still in 
the barn at night. This is extra expense of 
shavings of over $100 per month. I will be 
spending 800 more dollars this year on 
shavings. Also the time to clean the stalls 
which is more time consuming that cleaning 
paddocks. 

My fencing has to be repaired at a cost of 
$175 due to this wolf panicking my horses. I 
can easily see this wolf program is costing 
me more than $1000 per year not to mention 
the time expenditure. I do not feel I am get-
ting any benefit from this program only a 
huge headache and I am not even in a con-
stant wolf impact area like Reserve and Win-
ston New Mexico. 

I need to treat the wood in my barn again 
and make various repairs. I do need to leave 
the horses out but I am in fear of if that is 
the night that the wolves come through 
again? Will I need to board them somewhere 
again at an additional cost and gas expense. 

I can also no longer take 2 horses out leav-
ing one at home without putting that horse 
in the barn. Where as before my horse would 
remain at home calmly and eating now they 
are unhappy, pacing in the stall and not eat-
ing. This might seem minor but there has 
been a major shift in how I work with my 
horses. 

On this day that the horses were upset saw 
and heard the wolf plane. It is a rarer sight-
ing here . . . and never a good thing to see 
either. It circled south of my home which is 
south of Sapillo Creek. The flight report for 
that day shows the wolf was north of sapillo 
creek based on the locations given. I did not 
observe this plane circling north . . . while it 
could have also I find in interesting that a 
few hours later there was a wolf on my place. 

My horses have seen lion and bear . . . 
even ridden up on them on the trail. The fear 
level and panic with this predator was dif-
ferent. When a lion is around the horses will 
be a bit bothered and I call on of the outfit-
ters and let them know something is around. 

The predator usually ends up leaving one 
way or another. Having the right to treat the 
wolf like the lion and the bear would a help-
ful start as wolves should not be hanging 
around my place. 

I do worry about the direction of this pro-
gram and I consider the majority of these 
wolves very habituated. I am very concerned 
about children and the people that come out 
here to camp and trail ride. The tourists 
that come here want to be safe and have fun. 
The hunters here (I am not a hunter nor is 
my family) also have a very positive impact 
on the communities. I benefit by these busi-
ness being located in my community. They 
are a positive economic impact to the com-
munities. I have not yet met one person at 
the local restaurants or that has stopped to 
ask directions that were here to see wolves. 
If they asked about dangerous wildlife they 
are nervous at the idea of lions let alone 
wolves. 

Thanks again for your time and under-
standing my story here. I know it was a bit 
long winded but I wanted you to understand 
the impact that appears so small is really 
pretty big. 

BARB DAWDY. 
THE WOLF AT THE DOOR! 

Here’s one of those stories as told by 
Michele White, a friend of Brittney’s: 

On November 30, 2004, about 8:00 P.M., 
Brittney Joy and I (Michele White) were sit-
ting in the family room watching TV and we 
heard one of the dogs, named Tessa, pawing 
at the door. Then, what we thought was a 
dog fight was the sound of something much 
more. Brittney and I ran to the back door 
and opened it quickly to realize that it was 
not two dogs fighting, but was a big wolf 
standing five feet from the door opening. The 
wolf jumped on the one dog named Tessa, 
which is five years of age. While we were 
yelling at the dogs and motioning her inside, 
the older dog, named Angel, which is 7 years 
of age, jumped and hit the wolf with her 
chest. Once the wolf was off Tessa, it started 
to run the opposite direction which the two 
dogs followed. Then the wolf turned around 
and headed toward the house chasing the two 
dogs. We then slightly closed the door in fear 
that it would run inside, but the wolf stopped 
about ten feet from the door and went the 
other direction. The one dog, Tessa, came in 
the house and we lost sight of the other dog, 
Angel, as she was still chasing the wolf. We 
called and called, and at this point Cassie 
Joy, Brittney’s mother, who was just getting 
out of the shower when the incident took 
place, ran out the other door with her pistol. 
She was wet, barefoot, and in her pajamas. 
She fired four shots in the air. When Cassie 
came back in the house, is when Angel came 
back. Both dogs are spayed females. 

Cassie came back in for another gun and a 
flashlight, plus shoes and a jacket. Then she 
went out to the corrals, making sure the 
mare and foal were all right. At this point, 
Dale Beddow joined her and they came back 
to the house to use the tracker. This tracker 
was loaned to them by the wolf office in Al-
pine because members of the Aspen wolf 
pack had previously been frequenting the 
Joy’s home and had attacked two of their 
other dogs in October. (Reported and verified 
in the Field Notes.—Barbara Marks). 

They received no signal and Brittney told 
them she saw the wolf heading up Bush 
Creek, so they went back out to haze the 
wolf away. They found the wolf about 250 
yards away. It turned and ran up the hill. 
They searched for about 20 minutes and 
couldn’t find the wolf, so they fired the gun 
three times in the air, then returned home. 

During this time, Cassie’s other daughter, 
Dustie, was trying to calm her sister down 
and then made phone calls to get phone num-
bers of wolf office staff. 

There was a foul smell on the one dog, 
Tessa. It was so bad that we had to put them 
outside again. At this point, we called Shawn 
Farry who is in charge of the wolf activity. 
Cassie told him everything that had hap-
pened and he told her he would call Shawna 
Nelson who was on duty at the time to come 
right up and investigate. 

Approximately 30 minutes after the initial 
report of the incident, Shawna and Valerie of 
the ‘‘wolf patrol’’ arrived. Shawna then pro-
ceeded to inquire about the incident. The 
residents at the Joy household told Shawna 
the story that is in the first part of this 
paper. Shawna then asked if the Joys were 
sure that the animal that attacked their 
dogs and invaded their home was a wolf or 
‘‘just a common coyote’’. They were sure it 
was a wolf, but did not see a radio collar on 
it. When they told Shawna about the foul 
smell on Tess, Shawna smelled the dog. She 
said no four odor was identified. No inves-
tigation of the surrounding area was done at 
this point. The two women went up Red Hill 
Road (Forest Road 567) to see if they could 
get a signal on any of the radio collared 
wolves. 

Cassie then made a call to John Oakleaf of 
the US Fish and Wildlife Service on her 
neighbor’s suggestion to confirm that a re-
port would be filed. After conveying to him 
the incident that occurred, he told Cassie 
that it could have been one of the uncollared 
wolves that had invaded their privacy. He 
would have Shawna and Valerie return to 
the Joy residence to fire off some ‘cracker’ 
shells to try and avoid another conflict, 
which they did. 

The following morning, at about 8:00 A.M., 
Cassie observed the wolf running across an 
opening up Bush Creek about two hundred 
fifty yards from their residence and live-
stock. Jimmy Joy and their neighbor went 
to investigate. After a short investigation, 
fresh wolf tracks were found close to where 
the sighting had occurred. Cassie then called 
Shawna to report another wolf sighting 
within sight of their home. About one full 
hour later, Valerie came to the Joys to now 
investigate. Cassie then showed Valerie the 
wolf tracks that were found earlier, and 
where the sighting had occurred. Valerie 
could not find the tracks at first. Valerie 
told Cassie that she thought that the wolf in 
question was the uncollared male pup from 
the Aspen pack. Upon returning to the 
house, Tessa was spotted napping in the sun. 
At this point, Valerie then confessed to 
Cassie that the foul smell that Cassie had 
pointed out the night before was obvious. 
She also said it came from scent glands 
wolves have. Cassie asked Valerie if they 
could come back and fire off some more 
‘cracker’ shells because she thought that the 
wolf was still nearby. 

That evening, Shawna and Valerie re-
turned to perform a short investigation. 
That evening, Shawna returned to take a 
written report. 

JUNE 13, 2007. 
MR. PEARCE: We would like to justify why 

our 13 year old daughter, Micha Miller has to 
carry a firearm everytime she steps outside. 
It is because the Durango Pack has been in 
our yard four times in five weeks, within feet 
of our door two times & the other two times 
they have been within 70 yards of the house. 
That is a little too close for comfort & Micha 
needs a way too protect herself when she’s 
outside. Micha is very capable of handling a 
pistol or any other firearm, for that matter, 
extremely safely. She has taken her Hunter’s 
Safety & passed with a 98%, she has also 
been around firearms all her life & enjoys 
hunting. I can honestly say she is safer 
carring a weapon than she is walking out of 
the house without it because of the 
habituated Durango Pack. 
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The Pack was released the last of April & 

they were in our yard on the 1st of May. The 
Wolf Recovery Program released them at 
Miller Springs about 40 miles south of our 
house & they were here on the ranch in two 
days. The reason they came up here is be-
cause AF924 was in our yard multiple time 
from September 2006 until November 2006 
when she was captured & her mate was shot 
for 3 depredations. AF924 still has 2 depreda-
tion strikes against her as does her new 
mate AM973. 

We are not ranch owners, but we have lived 
& worked on the Adobe Ranch for 9 years, 
this is our home. My husband, Mike Miller, 
takes care of about 500 head of mother cows 
on about 100 square miles. He has to check 
one pasture twice a day to make sure the 
Durango Pack has not killed a cow or calf, as 
the Pack is denned up in the middle of it. 
The cattle may not be Mike’s but he is in 
charge of taking care of them & has to an-
swer to the manager of the ranch if anything 
happens to them. Mike’s hands are tied when 
dealing with the Wolf Recovery people di-
rectly. 

When we were kids we didn’t have to worry 
about carrying firearms or anything stalking 
us, we could just enjoy being kids. Our 
daughter & the other kids in the Recovery 
area don’t have that privilege. They have to 
watch over their shoulders & stay close to 
their homes & not venture out to explore 
their own backyards. The fear of having a 
wolf attack them is so great that they can’t 
have fun anymore. It is unfair to our kids 
what the Wolf Program & Bill Richardson 
has done to them!! They have made our kids 
prisoners in their own homes! They need to 
be told ‘‘The wolves are NOT more important 
than our children’s lives & well being!!!’’ 
What I’m afraid of is one of our children get-
ting seriously hurt or even killed before the 
program & Richardson will open their eyes 
to how wrong this whole program is. 

The Durango Pack are not the only wolves 
close to our home. There is a black collared 
wolf that John Oakleaf, with the wolf pro-
gram, claims to know nothing about. They 
say they don’t have a black wolf. We are not 
the only one’s to have seen it, two neighbors 
have also seen it. This isn’t the first time 
we’ve heard that they don’t have a certain 
wolf. We had a real light colored wolf in our 
yard & Dan Stark, another with the wolf pro-
gram said to us & I quote, ‘‘That’s not one of 
our wolves!’’ There are more wolves out 
there than the Wolf Program is admitting. 

The wolf program people are supposed to 
be watching this Durango Pack to keep them 
out of our yard. When the workers are out 
here they are sneaking around, they go by 
the house & turn around just over the hill 
from the house or sometimes in the drive-
way, then drive away real fast thinking no 
one has seen them, instead of coming up to 
the house & letting us know if the wolves are 
in the vicinity or if we might have informa-
tion that could help them track the wolves. 

The Durango Pack has totally disrupted 
our lives! The things we did without worry, 
like working in the yard or mowing the 
grass, we now have to be armed & very aware 
of our surroundings. The Durango Pack are 
not ‘‘problem’’ wolves or ‘‘nusance’’ wolves, 
they are habitual wolves. They will not stop 
coming up into yards & hanging around peo-
ple no matter how many times they are cap-
tured & re-released. The only way to stop a 
habitual wolf is to permanently remove 
them by any means necessary! 

Thank you, Mr. Pearce, for informing ev-
eryone that the Wolf Program is not as won-
derful as the Program wants them to believe. 
We appreciate your concern about the fami-
lies in the Recovery Area. Thank you for all 
your help. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE, DEBBIE, & MICHA MILLER. 

NEW MEXICO WOOL, GROWERS, INC., 
June 15, 2007. 

Hon. STEVE PEARCE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PEARCE: We are writ-
ing to you today on behalf of the member-
ship of the New Mexico Wool Growers, Inc. 
the state’s oldest livestock trade organiza-
tion, in reference to the Mexican wolf re-
introduction program. First we would like to 
thank you for everything you and your staff 
have already done on this issue. There is no 
question that you are committed to your 
New Mexico constituents and the livestock 
industry. With all that you have already 
done we know that you understand the pain, 
anguish and loss that has and is being suf-
fered here in New Mexico. 

We are seeing that folks have become 
hopeless in the face of a predator placed in 
their midst by their own government. That 
our government has been unwilling or unable 
to address the needs of the citizens whose 
lives they are destroying. It is not sensa-
tionalism to point out that children are not 
even safe in their own yards or in walking 
back and forth from their homes to the 
school bus. Life in America has changed 
since the introduction of this program and 
children and families should not have to be 
afraid to go outside. With that said, we are 
writing to once again ask you to do whatever 
you can to reduce the impact of the program 
on children and families as well as livestock 
and pet owners in the recovery area. 

The public has been mislead for nearly a 
decade with the theory that no one is suf-
fering losses at the mouths of wolves and 
that if there are losses they are being amply 
compensated. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. Any paltry compensation is not 
coming from the government that caused the 
loss, nor does it begin to cover the costs to 
private property owners. Furthermore, there 
is no way to put a monetary value on human 
pain and suffering. Americans deserve to feel 
safe and they deserve to be paid for what the 
government has so willingly taken from 
them. 

The Mexican wolf program is termed ‘‘ex-
perimental and non-essential.’’ There is 
ample documentation that the experiment 
has failed and it must be terminated. There 
are wolves in the country and they need to 
be allowed to survive, or not, on their own. 
Families and property owners must have the 
ability to protect themselves without fear of 
fine or prison. 

In the early years as settlers moved west, 
the prey base was limited and wolves turned 
to what was available—livestock. That holds 
true today under the conditions we are expe-
riencing, but livestock is not the only prey, 
pets, children and families are part of the 
prey today. 

There appear to be only two options for the 
program at this point. One is to totally with-
draw funding and let the animals compete 
for survival just as other wildlife must do. 
The other is for the government to come up 
with an appropriation to cover the very real 
costs of the program on the people who are 
forced to live with these government owned 
and managed killing machines every day. 

Once again we are thankful for all your 
work on this and other issues. If we can be of 
service to you, please do not hesitate to con-
tact us. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE CORN, 

President. 

NEW MEXICO FEDERAL LANDS COUNCIL, 
Roswell, NM, June 15, 2007. 

Hon. STEVE PEARCE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PEARCE: We are writ-
ing to you today on behalf of the member-

ship of the New Mexico Federal Lands Coun-
cil, which represents ranchers who utilize 
federal and state lands. This letter is in ref-
erence to the Mexican wolf reintroduction 
program. We are very fortunate that you un-
derstand the pain, anguish and loss that has 
and is being suffered here in New Mexico. 
Your commitment to your constituents and 
the ranching industry has been a great at-
tribute in dealing with this program. Thank 
you to you and your staff for the interest 
you have shown and the assistance that you 
have already given. 

Life in New Mexico has changed since the 
start of the Mexican wolf reintroduction pro-
gram. Residents in parts of New Mexico are 
not safe to let their children go outside in 
the yard to play or even to walk to the bus 
stop from their home. This is truly a trag-
edy. We are seeing that folks have become 
hopeless in the face of a predator placed in 
their midst by their own government. That 
our government has been unwilling or unable 
to address the needs of the citizens whose 
lives they are destroying. With that said, we 
are writing to once again ask you to do 
whatever you can to reduce the impact of 
the program on children and families as well 
as livestock and pet owners in the recovery 
area. 

For nearly a decade the public has been 
misled with the theory that no one is suf-
fering losses at the mouths of wolves and 
that if there are losses they are being amply 
compensated. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. Any paltry compensation is not 
coming from the government that caused the 
loss, nor does it begin to cover the costs to 
private property owners. Additionally, there 
is no way to put a monetary value on human 
pain and suffering. Americans deserve to feel 
safe and they deserve to be paid for what the 
government has so willingly taken from 
them. 

The Mexican wolf program is termed ‘‘ex-
perimental and non-essential.’’ There is 
ample documentation that the experiment 
has failed and it must be terminated. There 
are wolves in the country and they need to 
be allowed to survive, or not, on their own. 
Families and property owners must have the 
ability to protect themselves without fear of 
fine or prison. 

When people started settling in the west, 
the prey base was limited and wolves turned 
to what was available—livestock. That holds 
true today under the conditions we are expe-
riencing, but livestock is not the only prey 
pets, children and families are part of the 
prey today. 

There appear to be only two options for the 
program at this point. One is to totally with-
draw funding and let the animals compete 
for survival just as other wildlife must do. 
The other is for the government to come up 
with an appropriation to cover the very real 
costs of the program on the people who are 
forced to live with these government owned 
and managed killing machines every day. 

Once again we are thankful for all your 
work on this and other issues. If we can be of 
service to you, please do not hesitate to con-
tact us. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE CASABONNE, 

President. 

MONDAY, JUNE 25, 2007 11:00 A.M. 
From: Robert Flowers 
To: Charters, Tim. 
Subject: WOLF ENCOUNTER. 

In Sept. 06 bow elk hunt I was hunting 
with a freind in the upper edge of 16c. The 
opening morning the bulls were sounding off 
and very close to camp. We stalked the herd 
for several hours until they got down into 
lower, open country. That night we caught 
them going back to higher ground. We could 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7170 June 26, 2007 
not catch up with them and noticed some 
very large, fresh ‘‘k–9’’ tracks. The next 
morning we expected to intercept the herd in 
the same area, but not a bugle one. We de-
cided to go up higher ground to find them. 
We drove on a road that skirted the adobe 
and follwed it into a creek that washed the 
road out. We then walk to the bottom of the 
draw to look for sign. We found sign!!! A 
freshly killed calf elk. Blood was still wet 
and the carcas warm. We found large, fresh 
‘‘k–9’’ tracks, and long strands of grey hair 
in the brush. We must have run the wolves of 
the kill. Needless to say we saw, nor heard 
any more elk the remainder of the hunt. 

ROBERT D. FLOWERS, 
Dexter, NM. 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 30, 2007 2:23 P.M. 
From: jeannie jones. 
Subject: Hello Wolf!! 

As I was in the yard cleaning out a pickup 
a WOLF caming trotting thru the meadow! I 
ran for a camera and binoculars (for the col-
lar). He crossed to the road and disappeared. 
NO picture. 

It looked like it might have had a collar 
but not for sure. 

So much for them laying around in the 
heat of the day! The time was exactly 1:30 
PM and it was 78 degrees. 

Guess the poor thing was hungry and hunt-
ing for the next innocent thing to kill or 
cripple. 

May 29, 2007. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 

the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. DICKS. The restoration of wolves 

in the United States is a conservation 
success story. Wolves in the Great 
Plains and the Northern Rockies have 
made a dramatic comeback. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I will not yield. The gen-
tleman had his 5 minutes. I am going 
to take my 5 minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman, 
who has no wolves in his district. 

Mr. DICKS. And we need to let the 
Mexican wolf population have the same 
chance. 

There is no doubt that there have 
been problems with the reintroduction, 
but we cannot cancel the entire pro-
gram because of these isolated prob-
lems. There are programs in place that 
compensate livestock operators when 
wolves prey upon their stock. I am in 
favor of working to streamline and ex-
pand these programs. I am also in favor 
of pushing the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service to work more closely with the 
affected livestock operators. 

Finally, I believe we cannot interfere 
with the Endangered Species Act, and 
that’s what the gentleman is attempt-
ing to do here. His amendment would 
overturn the Endangered Species Act, 
something that we have never done on 
this House floor that I can remember, 
and I don’t think we should start 
today. 

I have experience with the Red Wolf 
Program at Point Defiance Zoo in the 
State of Washington where we regen-
erated the population, and then we in-
troduced them into North Carolina. 

That program has worked very success-
fully. We have wolves in Alaska. We 
have wolves in Canada. There were 
wolves in New Mexico. And this is part 
of nature. 

I think the gentleman is completely 
overreacting to this. I urge him to 
withdraw his amendment and not to 
try to overturn the Endangered Species 
Act here on the floor of the House. 

I urge all my colleagues to vote 
strongly against this ill-considered 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman from Washington continue 
to reserve his point of order? 

Mr. DICKS. I withdraw my point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman withdraws his point of order. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, there 
are really two ways to proliferate 
wolves, one is in the wild, where they 
respect their distance from humans, 
and the other is in captivity, where 
they have no respect for humans. The 
Mexican wolves have been propagated 
and proliferated in captivity, and as a 
result, they encroach into areas that 
put humans at risk. 

I think the gentleman from New 
Mexico has brought up a valid concern 
because these isolated problems are 
now coming home to people who live in 
this area and having to carry firearms 
with them everywhere they go. 

I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico to let him 
complete his point. 

Mr. PEARCE. I would thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Recently, in Catron County, the local 
county commissioner started posting 
signs like this, ‘‘Dangerous Wolf Area.’’ 
It just is a continuation of the theme 
that we’re trying to accomplish some-
thing in the Second District of New 
Mexico that you’re not willing to ac-
complish in your own districts. 

I will tell you that we heard testi-
mony in the Resources Committee that 
described the most provocative sound 
to a wolf is a crying baby or a laughing 
baby. It’s a matter of time until these 
wolves, which will stalk for weeks and 
weeks and weeks at a time around 
local homes, it’s a matter of time until 
a wolf catches one of these children. 
Their blood will be on your hands, my 
friend, because we’ve had the testi-
mony in committee. 

I would say that this has nothing to 
do with endangered species but instead 
has to do with protecting the lives of 
the people and the livestock of the Sec-
ond District. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to have a ruling from the Chair 
whether the gentleman’s comments 
about blood on my hands is a violation 
of the House Rules. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman demand the gentleman from 
New Mexico’s words be taken down? 

Mr. DICKS. Yes, I do. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman will suspend. 
The Clerk will read the gentleman’s 

words. 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I would 

ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my words. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman may proceed. 
Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Mr. Chair-

man. 
We again have the issue of depreda-

tion. There is no fund that pays ranch-
ers when their livestock is killed. So 
we have the livestock, which in these 
days of ranching, ranching is a very 
hard business, and we have the live-
stock which is killed by these preda-
tors that continue to eliminate more 
and more livestock each year, with no 
payments being made from Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

I would simply point out, and I would 
thank the gentleman from Kansas for 
yielding, that this program is re-
stricted to only two very rural parts of 
America. It is wrong; it is wrong-
headed. 

I would thank the gentleman from 
Washington for his suggestion to with-
draw the amendment but would instead 
ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON- 
LEE OF TEXAS 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 19 offered by Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to limit outreach 
programs administered by the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 

Chairman, let me again offer my appre-
ciation to the chairman of the sub-
committee and the ranking member of 
the subcommittee for the courtesies of 
both of their staff. 

This amendment was offered last 
year. It is a continued commitment I 
have to the Smithsonian and the value 
of its programs and outreaching across 
America. 

My amendment is simple, and it sim-
ply has the Congress on record to en-
courage and not limit outreach pro-
grams administered by the Smithso-
nian Institution, as I indicated, an 
identical amendment that was offered 
last year. 

What are these outreach programs? 
These outreach programs involve 
reaching out to communities, African 
American communities, Asian Amer-
ican communities, Latino commu-
nities, Native American communities, 
and yes, New Americana. It is a pro-
gram dealing with Kindergarten 
through college age museum education 
outreach opportunities. It enhances the 
K–12 science education programs and 
facilitates the Smithsonian’s scholarly 
interactions with students and scholars 
at universities. Some would say that it 
brings the scholars of America out of 
the attics of America. 

In addition, it has a program called 
the Mobile Museum, an exhibit that 
can visit up to three venues per week 
in the course of only 1 year, at no cost 
to the host institution or community. 
The net result is an increase by 150 the 
number of outreach locations to which 
SITES shows can travel annually. And 
in addition, through its flexibility in 
making short-term stops in cities and 
towns from coast to coast, a mobile 
museum has the advantage of being 
able to frequent the very locations 
where people live and work. 

I believe America is a great country. 
We have a very rich history, and that 
history sometimes is lost because of 
the lack of technical assistance and 
education of our community. For ex-
ample, may I share with my colleagues, 
the community in Houston called 
Freedmen’s Town? It is a community 
that was settled by freed slaves. It now 
has a few remaining structures after 
urban revitalization. Part of the com-
plexity of it is a lack of education, un-
derstanding of the value. Artifacts, 
museums, preservation, all of that is 
part of the work of the Smithsonian 
outreach that educates the community 
about the precious jewels that they 
have. Cobblestone streets that were 
laid by slaves, churches that were built 
by slaves, and a variety of other facili-
ties, like an old school that was at-
tended by freed slaves. 

The Smithsonian’s outreach program 
educates us about our history, provides 
mobile museums, connects America, 
connects us to this fabulous and exten-
sive museum’s holdings of the Nation’s 
history by visual scenes. And so I 
would ask my colleagues to consider 
the importance of reaffirming, if you 

will, the value of the outreach program 
of the Smithsonian. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for this opportunity 
to speak in support of my amendment to H.R. 
2643 the Interior and Environment Appropria-
tions Act of 2008 and to commend Chairman 
DICKS and Ranking Member TIAHRT for their 
leadership in shepherding this bill through the 
legislative process. Among other agencies, 
this legislation funds the Smithsonian Institu-
tion, which operates our national museums, in-
cluding the Air and Space Museum; the Mu-
seum of African Art; the Museum of the Amer-
ican Indian; and the National Portrait Gallery. 
The Smithsonian also operates another na-
tional treasure: the National Zoo. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is simple but 
it sends a very important message from the 
Congress of the United States. My amend-
ment provides that none of the funds made 
available in this act be used to limit outreach 
programs administered by the Smithsonian In-
stitution. An identical amendment was offered 
to last year’s appropriations bill, H.R. 5386, 
and was adopted by voice vote. 

Mr. Chairman, the Smithsonian’s outreach 
programs bring Smithsonian scholars in art, 
history, and science out of ‘‘the nation’s attic’’ 
and into their own backyard. Each year, mil-
lions of Americans visit the Smithsonian in 
Washington, DC. But in order to fulfill the 
Smithsonian’s mission, ‘‘the increase and dif-
fusion of knowledge,’’ the Smithsonian seeks 
to serve an even greater audience by bringing 
the Smithsonian to enclaves of communities 
who otherwise would be deprived of the vast 
amount of cultural history offered by the 
Smithsonian. 

The Smithsonian’s outreach programs serve 
millions of Americans, thousands of commu-
nities, and hundreds of institutions in all 50 
States, through loans of objects, traveling ex-
hibitions, and sharing of educational resources 
via publications, lectures and presentations, 
training programs, and websites. Smithsonian 
outreach programs work in close cooperation 
with Smithsonian museums and research cen-
ters, as well as with 144 affiliate institutions 
and others across the Nation. 

The Smithsonian’s outreach activities sup-
port community-based cultural and educational 
organizations around the country; ensure a 
vital, recurring, and high-impact Smithsonian 
presence in all 50 States through the provision 
of traveling exhibitions and a network of affili-
ations; increase connections between the In-
stitution and targeted audiences (African 
American, Asian American, Latino, and native 
American, and all of America); provide kinder-
garten through college-aged museum edu-
cation and outreach opportunities; enhance K– 
12 science education programs; facilitate the 
Smithsonian’s scholarly interactions with stu-
dents and scholars at universities, museums, 
and other research institutions; and publish 
and disseminate results related to the re-
search and collections strengths of the Institu-
tion. 

The programs that provide the critical mass 
of Smithsonian outreach activity are: the 
Smithsonian Institution Traveling Exhibition 
Service (SITES), the Smithsonian Affiliations, 
the Smithsonian Center for Education and Mu-
seum Studies (SCEMS), National Science Re-
sources Center (NSRC), the Smithsonian Insti-
tution Press (SIP), the Office of Fellowships 
(OF) and the Smithsonian Associates (TSA), 
which receives no federal funding. 

To achieve the goal of increasing public en-
gagement, SITES directs some of its federal 
resources to develop Smithsonian Across 
America: A Celebration of National Pride. This 
‘‘mobile museum,’’ which will feature Smithso-
nian artifacts from the most iconic (Presi-
dential portraits, historic American flags, Civil 
War records, astronaut uniforms, etc.) to the 
simplest items of everyday life (family quilts, 
prairie schoolhouse furnishings, historic lunch 
boxes, multilingual store front and street signs, 
etc.), has been a long-standing organizational 
priority of the Smithsonian. 

SITES ‘‘mobile museum’’ is the only trav-
eling exhibit format able to guarantee audi-
ence growth and expanded geographic dis-
tribution during sustained periods of economic 
retrenchment, but also because it is imperative 
for the many exhibitors nationwide who are 
struggling financially yet eager to participate in 
Smithsonian outreach. As economic downturn 
and uncertainty continue to erode the ability of 
museums to present temporary exhibitions, 
the ‘‘mobile museum’’ promises to answer an 
ever-growing demand for Smithsonian shows 
in the field. A single, conventional SITES ex-
hibit can reach a maximum of 12 locations 
over a 2- to 3-year period. 

In contrast, a ‘‘mobile museum’’ exhibit can 
visit up to three venues per week in the 
course of only 1 year, at no cost to the host 
institution or community. The net result is an 
increase by 150 in the number of outreach lo-
cations to which SITES shows can travel an-
nually. And in addition to its flexibility in mak-
ing short-term stops in cities and towns from 
coast-to-coast, a ‘‘mobile museum’’ has the 
advantage of being able to frequent the very 
locations where people live, work, and take 
part in leisure time activities. By establishing 
an exhibit presence in settings like these, 
SITES will not only increase its annual visitor 
participation by 1 million, but also advance a 
key Smithsonian performance objective: to de-
velop exhibit approaches that address diverse 
audiences, including population groups not al-
ways affiliated with mainstream cultural institu-
tions. 

SITES also will be the public exhibitions’ 
face of the Smithsonian’s National Museum of 
Mrican American History and Culture, as the 
planning for that new Museum gets under 
way. Providing national access to projects that 
will introduce the American public to the Mu-
seum’s mission, SITES in FY 2008 will tour 
such stirring exhibitions as NASA ART: 50 
Years of Exploration; 381 Days: The Mont-
gomery Bus Boycott Story; Beyond: Visions of 
Planetary Landscapes; The Way We Worked: 
Photographs from the National Archives; and 
More Than Words: Illustrated Letters from the 
Smithsonian’s Archives of American Art. 

To meet the growing demand among small-
er community and ethnic museums for an ex-
hibition celebrating the Latino experience, 
SITES will issue a scaled-down version of the 
National Museum of American History’s 4,000- 
square-foot exhibition about legendary enter-
tainer Celia Cruz. Two 1,500–square-foot exhi-
bitions, one about Crow Indian history and the 
other on basket traditions, will give Smithso-
nian visitors beyond Washington a taste of the 
Institution’s critically acclaimed National Mu-
seum of the American Indian. Two more ex-
hibits, In Plane View and Earth from Space, 
will provide visitors in the field with a taste of 
the Smithsonian’s recently opened, expansive 
National Air and Space Museum Udvar-Hazy 
Center. 
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Several exhibit tours will be extended by 

popular demand. The most important of them 
are The American Presidency and Our Jour-
neys, Our Stories, the original itineraries of 
which could not accommodate multiple exhibi-
tor requests. 

For almost 30 years, The Smithsonian As-
sociates—the highly regarded educational arm 
of the Smithsonian Institution—has arranged 
Scholars in the Schools programs. Through 
this tremendously successful and well-re-
ceived educational outreach program, the 
Smithsonian shares its staff—hundreds of ex-
perts in art, history and science—with the na-
tional community at a local level. 

The mission of Smithsonian Affiliations is to 
build a strong national network of museums 
and educational organizations in order to es-
tablish active and engaging relationships with 
communities throughout the country. There 
are currently 138 affiliates located in the 
United States, Puerto Rico, and Panama. By 
working with museums of diverse subject 
areas and scholarly disciplines, both emerging 
and well-established, Smithsonian Affiliations 
is building partnerships through which audi-
ences and visitors everywhere will be able to 
share in the great wealth of the Smithsonian 
while building capacity and expertise in local 
communities. 

The National Science Resources Center 
(NSRC) will strive to increase the number of 
ethnically diverse students participating in ef-
fective science programs based on NSRC 
products and services. The Center will de-
velop and implement a national outreach strat-
egy that will increase the number of school 
districts (currently more than 800) that are im-
plementing NSRC K–8 programs. The NSRC 
is striving to further enhance its program activ-
ity with a newly developed scientific outreach 
program introducing communities and school 
districts to science through literacy initiatives. 
Some of NSRC’s goals are: 

Double the number of school districts imple-
menting NSRC K–8 programs, growing from 
an estimated 15 percent of the school popu-
lation to 30 percent 

Significantly expand national outreach pro-
grams to ethnically and culturally diverse 
school districts through the work of the 
NSRC’s three centers of excellence 

Engage 125 school districts—representing 
an additional 5 percent of the United States 
K–8 student population—bringing the impact 
of the NSRC’s work from 20 percent to 25 
percent of the nation’s youth 

Continue to develop and bring first-class 
educational resources to the nation by forging 
partnerships with school systems, educators, 
education and museum professional associa-
tions, and others to expand opportunities for 
development and dissemination of Smithso-
nian-based education resources 

Through a collaborative effort with other 
Smithsonian education units, expand the edu-
cational opportunities available throughout the 
country, particularly in the area of science 
education reform 

Expand the number of science materials 
currently available to school districts for 
grades K–3 and continue pursuing newly-pub-
lished children’s books, which will enhance 
science education programs throughout the 
country 

Continue to develop and bring first-class 
educational resources to the nation by forging 
partnerships with school systems, educators, 

education and museum professional associa-
tions and others to expand opportunities for 
development and dissemination of Smithso-
nian-based education resources. 

In addition, through the building of the multi-
cultural Alliance Initiative, the Smithsonian’s 
outreach programs seek to develop new ap-
proaches to enable the public to gain access 
to Smithsonian collections, research, edu-
cation, and public programs that reflect the di-
versity of the American people, including un-
derserved audiences of ethnic populations and 
persons with disabilities. 

For all these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I urge 
adoption of my amendment and thank Chair-
man DICKS and Ranking Member TIAHRT for 
their courtesies, consideration, and very fine 
work in putting together this excellent legisla-
tion. 

Mr. DICKS. If the gentlewoman 
would yield, we are prepared to accept 
the gentlelady’s amendment. We ac-
cepted it last year. We think it’s a 
positive amendment. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Will the gentlewoman 
yield? 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I would 
be happy to yield. 

Mr. TIAHRT. I wanted to congratu-
late the gentlewoman on a fine amend-
ment. We have no problems with it. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I conclude by thanking both 
the chairman and the ranking member, 
and I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

b 1900 

AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 34 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the Clover Bend Historic Site. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 
point of order on this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

First I want to thank the chairman 
of the committee. I especially want to 
thank the ranking member, my friend 
from Kansas, for all their good work on 
this bill. I know a lot of good work 
went into this. 

For one, I am still concerned that 
our overall spending levels in growing 
this bill are roughly twice the rate of 
inflation, I think 7.6 percent over the 
President’s request. But I know a lot of 
good work has gone into this. 

My amendment specifically would 
ensure that none of the funds in the 
bill would go to fund the Clover Bend 
Historic Site in Clover Bend, Arkansas, 
which, again, is one of the earmarks 
that is place in the bill. I don’t mind 
admitting before this House that I am 
not a huge fan of earmarks. I am cer-
tainly not here to say they are all bad. 
Many are worthy. Many do good 
things. 

But too often, as I look at the ear-
marking process, too often we see a tri-
umph of the special interest over the 
public interest. Too often we see a tri-
umph of seniority over merit. Mr. 
Chairman, up until recently, too often 
we saw a triumph of secrecy over 
transparency. 

I will be the first to admit that this 
particular amendment and earmarks, 
in general, are a very small portion of 
the Federal budget. But, Mr. Chairman, 
I fear they are a very large portion of 
the culture of spending in this institu-
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I’ve been a veteran of 
several of these earmark debates. They 
tend to follow several different lines of 
argument. Typically a Member will 
come to the floor to defend his ear-
mark and say he knows his district 
better than anybody else. That is true. 
They typically come to the floor. They 
will say, well, good things can be done 
with this money. 

I am prepared to concede both of 
these points. I know the Member who 
offered this project knows his district 
better than I do. I know good things 
could be done with this money. 

But let’s put this expenditure in con-
text, Mr. Chairman. We still have a def-
icit. It is declining, but we still have a 
deficit, which means that until we bal-
ance the budget, we are raiding the So-
cial Security trust fund. In addition, 
spending is exploding. Look at what is 
happening in entitlement spending, 
which threatens to bankrupt future 
generations. Right now, we are on a fis-
cal path to either double taxes on the 
next generation or to have little Fed-
eral Government besides Medicare, 
Medicaid and Social Security. Yet, as I 
look around, almost every single State 
in the Union is running a surplus. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I ask myself a 
simple question. There are a number of 
earmarks submitted in this bill. Again, 
I am sure good things can be done with 
this money. But can we continue, given 
this context, to fund earmarks of this 
type simply because, one, we have done 
it before, simply because we are cre-
ative and we can think of these things, 
simply because it is a good project? 

I am not here to necessarily say it is 
a bad project. But given the entitle-
ment crisis, given the fact that our 
Democratic colleagues in their budget 
resolution voted for the single largest 
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tax increase in American history, I just 
ask myself this question, is it truly a 
priority? Not is it bad, not is it waste-
ful, but is it truly a priority? Because 
every time we plus up some Federal 
budget, we are having to lower some 
family budget. 

Again, I know the gentleman from 
Arkansas knows his district better 
than I do, but I know my district bet-
ter than he does. Taxpayers from the 
Fifth District of Texas are going to 
have to help fund this particular ear-
mark. 

Mr. Chairman, I just fear that if we 
end up saying yes to everyone’s pro-
gram today, it is just a matter of time 
before we end up saying no to our chil-
dren’s future tomorrow. It is a small 
step. It is a small earmark. I under-
stand this. But if you are going to lead, 
you need to lead by example. This is 
one small step we can take for fiscal 
sanity. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT). The gentleman from Ar-
kansas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank Chairman DICKS and the ranking 
member, Mr. TIAHRT, for their leader-
ship on this subcommittee and for 
their bipartisan approach to these 
issues. I rise in opposition to the 
Hensarling amendment. I respect his 
right to offer the amendment. 

I find it interesting that we have a 
sudden attack of fiscal responsibility 
on the other side of the aisle after add-
ing $3 trillion in the last 6 years to the 
national debt. I find it interesting that 
we suddenly have an attack of fiscal re-
sponsibility after a Democratic admin-
istration had created almost a $6 tril-
lion surplus, and that has been squan-
dered by the Republicans across the 
aisle. 

I think it is sad that we would object 
to a small community in rural Arkan-
sas that has put tens of thousands of 
dollars into this project to preserve a 
little bit of history and a little bit of 
heritage in this wonderful community. 

Clover Bend was one of the earliest 
settlements in Lawrence County, serv-
ing as a significant river landing for 
the area’s bustling cotton and timber 
industry. Remote as the settlement 
was, it clung to existence. In 1829, 
steamboats were finding their way to 
its landing. The settlement was estab-
lished as an important landing in river 
travel. Some years later, the actual 
town was moved from the river to the 
present site about 2 miles east. 

The Clover Bend Historic Preserva-
tion Association was formed in 1983 at 
the historic site located on the former 
Clover Bend school campus. In 1937, a 
transaction was made through the Re-
settlement Administration to buy the 
plantation and establish 86 farmsteads 
from the original Clover Bend planta-
tion. It gave 86 families in the depths 
of the Great Depression a new start, a 

new chance. It created a wonderful 
rural community where people came 
together for the common good to get 
the job done. It is something that is 
well worth preserving. 

On the morning of May 4, 1939, after 
a decade of near starvation for many 
Lawrence County farmers, some 36 
families gathered on the banks of the 
Black River to receive keys to their 
new homes. These were the first fami-
lies chosen from the many to buy 
about 45 acres with a house on it. The 
site contains ten structures and was 
added to the National Register of His-
toric Places as an historic district in 
1991. Clover Bend is a multipurpose site 
with a wide range of historical signifi-
cance. The ultimate goal for Clover 
Bend is to become a fully functional 
museum and education center. 

Funds will be matched by the State 
of Arkansas. This assistance is needed 
in order for the Preservation Associa-
tion to continue to maintain and pro-
mote Clover Bend to the region and to 
preserve what is there and what the 
heritage of that place is. Through the 
countless hours of volunteers in the re-
gion and the support of the State, this 
request will allow the goal of the Pres-
ervation Association to become a re-
ality. 

As is the case so many times, there is 
one person, a wonderful woman named 
Viola Meadows, that has held all this 
together. Through tons of sweat eq-
uity, she has made it possible for us to 
be here today to see this entire project 
come to fruition. It is not like they are 
asking us to pay for the whole thing. 
They are asking us for just a little bit 
of help. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for 
the amount of money in this bill to ad-
dress problems in Member districts or 
the process through which projects 
were selected. I just want to tell the 
gentleman from Texas, Mr. TIAHRT and 
I did this on a bipartisan basis. We 
worked this out. Our staffs worked to-
gether. We went through these projects 
very carefully. We only approved one 
out of every ten projects that were re-
quested by the Members. 

Now, I would remind the gentleman 
that in the Constitution of the United 
States, the most fundamental power of 
the United States Congress is the 
power of the purse, the power of the 
Congress to redress grievances of the 
American people, to help on projects 
that are important to the Members’ 
districts. 

Now, in this budget, we also laid out 
all the projects that are requested by 
the President. I would just, as one ex-
ample, point out to the gentleman that 
in 2004 in terms of STAG grants, there 
were $533 million; in 2005, $513 million. 
These are all earmarks. 

b 1915 
In 2006, $282 million. In 2007, zero. In 

2008, $140 million. This is responsible. 

The administration even says we met 
their test on earmarks. We went 
through these projects carefully, we 
looked at them closely, and we did it in 
a professional way. 

So I would urge the gentleman to 
consider these facts. We are not going 
to be doing this the way it was done in 
the past, but we have the right to do it. 
And even the gentleman from Texas 
can’t give away the power of the purse, 
because it is in the Constitution of the 
United States, and the Founding Fa-
thers of this country stated that this 
was one of the most important powers 
that the Congress possessed. Through-
out history, the British Parliament 
worked feverishly over the years to 
gain the power to be able to decide and 
limit the executive, the king in this 
case, of Britain. That was one of the 
most important powers that the Par-
liament developed over many hundreds 
of years. 

So I am here tonight to defend our 
right to take care of our constituents, 
and I defend the process by which we 
did this. We did it in a professional 
way. We did it with both parties sitting 
in the same room looking at all these 
projects, helping each other, so we 
didn’t make any mistakes. 

I just want the gentleman to know 
how strongly I feel personally about 
this. We did a good job, and we cut it 
way back, and I thought the gentleman 
from Texas would be here applauding 
what we did, not attacking it. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my res-
ervation. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 44 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the St. Joseph’s College Theatre. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would restrict funding 
for the St. Joseph’s College theater 
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renovation located in Indiana. Again, I 
want to follow up on some of my ear-
lier comments and address comments 
that the chairman made. If he was lis-
tening to my earlier comments, I start-
ed out complimenting much of what I 
see in the bill, and to the extent I see 
a reduction in the number of earmarks, 
I take that to be a very good thing. 

But I was elected by the people of the 
Fifth District of Texas, and with all 
due respect to all of my colleagues, I 
yield my voting card to no one or my 
judgment to no one. So I am not here 
to impugn the judgment of the chair-
man, but I may have different con-
cerns, and the people of the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Texas may have 
different concerns as well. 

I believe that historical preservation 
is a very good thing, but I know that 
much of the funding that has come 
from the Save America’s Treasure pro-
gram, what started out ostensibly 
geared toward Betsy Ross and the Dec-
laration of Independence, has ended up 
funding so many other different 
projects. 

Do you know what? I have got a lot 
of worthy historical and cultural 
projects in my own district, in the 
Fifth Congressional District of Texas. I 
am just not sure, at a time when Mem-
bers, many who have come to this floor 
and said they would not raid the Social 
Security trust fund; as long as we are 
running a deficit, and we are doing 
that; recently the Democrat majority 
in their budget resolution voted to in-
crease the debt ceiling; in their budget 
resolution, they voted for the single 
largest tax increase in history; all I 
question is, given all that background, 
government will be paid for. Sooner or 
later, government will be paid for, ei-
ther by this generation or the next. 

So I am not saying these are nec-
essarily bad projects, but I do question 
whether or not, given the context, par-
ticularly the entitlement spending cri-
sis that is looming, if they are truly a 
priority. Clearly they are a priority in 
the mind of the chairman, and I sin-
cerely respect his opinion, but they are 
not necessarily a priority to me or the 
people of the Fifth District of Texas. 

In my district, I have the Grand Sa-
line Salt Palace. It sits on top of one of 
the largest salt mines in the entire 
United States of America. It is a very 
unique museum, actually made of salt. 
They give away free salt samples so 
people won’t go and lick the walls. This 
is something that is unique in Amer-
ica, but is it truly a priority that we 
should have Federal funding for? I 
don’t necessarily think so. 

Now, there has been a debate in this 
body before about the history of the 
hamburger. Well, in the State of Texas, 
they say the birth of the hamburger 
was in Athens, Texas, which happens to 
be in the Fifth Congressional District 
that I have the honor of representing. 
It was invented in the 1880s by Mr. 
Fletcher Davis at 115 Tyler Street in 
Athens. Maybe that is something that 
is worthy of Federal expenditure to 
preserve this. 

The Texas State Railroad that takes 
people on an old steam locomotive 
throughout beautiful Piney Woods of 
east Texas has been in existence since 
the 1800s. It has some funding chal-
lenges. It is something that I think is 
worthy of preservation. But, again, 
given the context of the largest tax in-
crease in American history, given that 
people are still raiding the Social Secu-
rity trust fund, it is not something I 
personally feel comfortable coming to 
this body and requesting that we use 
Federal funds for these purposes. 

These are great historical and cul-
tural locations within my district, but 
I am not sure they rise to the occasion 
to meet the National Treasures Act 
language, particularly when, again, all 
this spending has to be paid for. 

So, I understand that people are ex-
perts on their district, that they want 
to defend their projects. But, again, it 
is taxpayers from, among other places, 
the Fifth Congressional District of 
Texas, that are having to pay for all 
this. Therefore, they start to lose their 
American treasures, their ability to 
buy a home, their ability to send their 
children to college, their ability to 
start a new business. I am still working 
to preserve those American treasures, 
and that is why I submitted this 
amendment, and I urge its adoption. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the recognition, and I rise in 
strong and adamant opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment. During my 
remarks, I would like to make three 
points and also indicate that this 
project is in the City of Rensselaer, In-
diana, at St. Joseph’s College. It is for 
the restoration of a historic theater 
that continues to be used by the fac-
ulty and students of the school, as well 
as the constituents and citizens of 
Rensselaer and Jasper County, Indiana. 

The total cost for the renovation of 
this project is about $965,000. The re-
quest and approval by the sub-
committee was for $100,000. I would 
want to thank the chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. DICKS, as well as the 
ranking member, my good friend, Mr. 
TIAHRT, for their consideration of this 
very important project. 

The first point I do want to make is 
that this has great value to the com-
munity in which it is situated. While 
the gentleman who offered the amend-
ment enumerated a whole series of 
other possible projects in another 
State, that is not the subject of this 
amendment. It is the restoration of a 
historic theater at St. Joseph’s College 
in Rensselaer. 

It was built in 1914 and designed in 
revival style, referred to as Collegiate 
Gothic. It is located in the college’s 
historic district, and the goal of the 
project is to restore the theater as an 

attractive, useful centerpiece for the 
college and the City of Rensselaer 
while retaining its notable contribu-
tion among historic sites and struc-
tures in the great State of Indiana. 

The second point I would want to 
make, and I would take off on the re-
marks made by the chairman, is he 
suggested that we have a right to spend 
this money. I agree with that asser-
tion. I would take it a step further and 
say, we have a responsibility to make 
an investment in this country. We need 
to invest to preserve the past so we can 
continue to learn its lessons. We need 
to invest in this country for our 
present and for those who live here 
today. We need to invest in this coun-
try and its infrastructure for the future 
of this Nation and for the children of 
this generation and those yet to come. 
We have a responsibility as well as a 
right. 

The gentleman from Washington, Mr. 
DICKS, also mentioned we are here to 
help each other out. I would conclude 
by stressing that point. 

While I have a great deal of respect 
for the gentleman from the Fifth Dis-
trict of Texas, I happen to represent 
the First District in Indiana, and the 
last time I looked, society and the pur-
pose of us joining together in a free 
government is to help each other out 
and to look out for each others’ inter-
ests. 

It is not the government that is pay-
ing this money, as the gentleman indi-
cated; it is the people of this country 
who are paying for this project in 
Rensselaer, Indiana, that has value, 
which is the same reason why I think 
it is absolutely appropriate that tax-
payers in places like east Chicago, In-
diana, and Hobart, Indiana, expend 
some of their tax moneys as individ-
uals to help the City of Dallas, for ex-
ample, with their floodway to ensure 
that there is not property damage in 
the future, that there is not loss of life, 
that there is not injury to others in 
this country. 

It is why I think there is a noble rea-
son to ask people who live in Lowell, 
Indiana, and Chesterton, Indiana, and 
Gary, Indiana, to help fund research 
taking place at Oak Ridge in Ten-
nessee. At first blush, why should we 
have an interest in making that invest-
ment? Because it inures to the benefit 
of not only everyone who lives in the 
United States, but everyone worldwide. 

We should get over this concept that 
we have to be parochial in what we do 
and get over this concept that we 
should be selfish about what we are 
about. We are here to make an invest-
ment, and, as the gentleman from 
Washington rightfully pointed out, to 
help each other out. 

So I strongly oppose the gentleman’s 
amendment. I absolutely think it is 
bad policy, and I would ask my col-
leagues’ support. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:34 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00096 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 J:\CRONLINE\2007BA~3\2007NE~2\H26JN7.REC H26JN7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7175 June 26, 2007 
Mr. Chairman, I want to say to my 

friend from Indiana, who has been a 
valued member of our committee for 
many years, that I strongly support his 
project. Our committee evaluated it. 
We looked at all the details. We think 
it is a worthy project that should be 
supported. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
gentleman from Texas’ amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 56 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 56 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the Maverick Concert Hall. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would prohibit funds 
in the bill from being used for Mav-
erick Concert Hall preservation located 
in Woodstock, New York. I think the 
committee report provides $150,000 for 
this particular local project. 

Again, the debate that I want to 
present now is similar to one I pre-
sented on some of the other earmark 
funds. I do want to address some of 
what I have heard earlier in the debate. 

I would like to make it very clear to 
the chairman of the committee and to 
all my colleagues, I do not question the 
right to spend this money. I don’t ques-
tion the right of this body to expend 
these funds. I simply question the wis-
dom of expending these funds given 
that the Nation continues to run a def-
icit, given that we have a looming enti-
tlement spending crisis. The Comp-
troller General of America has stated 
we are on the verge of being the first 
generation in American history to 
leave the next generation with a lower 
standard of living. 

I question the wisdom of the expendi-
ture, given the fact that we just had a 
budget resolution passed, against my 
vote, passed against, contrary to the 
debate I offered on the floor, that 
would present the largest tax increase 

in American history, an average of 
roughly $3,000 per American family. 

Now, I heard one gentleman early on, 
in defending his particular earmark, 
say it was a small amount of money. 
Relative to the Federal budget, I am 
sure it is a small amount of money. 
But for those of us who have consist-
ently throughout our careers come to 
this floor to debate protecting the fam-
ily budget from the Federal budget, to 
come to this floor and debate more 
freedom and less government, you got 
to start somewhere. 

I don’t understand the argument. It 
is either, well, this is such a small 
amount of money, why are we both-
ering, or I hear the argument some-
times, it is such a huge sum, we can’t 
do that. That would be Draconian. 

I kind of feel like, well, especially 
since I have small children and I read 
them bedtime stories, it is kind of like 
Goldilocks and the Three Bears. Either 
the porridge is too cold or it is too hot. 
When is the amount just right? 

I heard one of the earlier speakers 
talk about responsibility to future gen-
erations. I agree. I spend a lot of time 
thinking about future generations. 
Again, I am the father of a 5-year-old 
daughter and a 3-year-old son, and I 
know everybody in this body loves 
their children and loves their grand-
children. But I think a lot about the 
debt and the tax burden that is going 
to be passed on to future generations. 
And, again, I fear that although ear-
marks represent a small portion of the 
Federal budget, they represent a large 
portion of the culture of spending that 
has now led to over $50 trillion of un-
funded obligations in the Medicare, 
Medicaid and Social Security programs 
alone. 

So, where do the steps, the baby steps 
towards fiscal responsibility, start? 

b 1930 
I just believe again that with this 

looming entitlement crisis, that we 
need to do more. We need to set even a 
higher standard. We need to set even a 
higher bar for the expenditure of these 
funds. And I am sure these are inter-
esting and worthy sites, although I 
haven’t visited them. I am not sure if 
they are worthier or are more inter-
esting than many of the sites in my 
own district. 

Again, I start to think about the peo-
ple who will have to pay this. I think 
about their American treasure. I think 
about a guy named Bruce in Garland, 
Texas, in my district. And when I 
asked him what is this tax increase 
going to do, and it is going to be a tax 
increase or debt that is going to pay 
for these earmarks, he said, ‘‘Congress-
man, in my particular case, an addi-
tional $2,200 in taxes would cut into the 
finances I use to pay for my son’s col-
lege education. I really believe that 
given more money, Congress will spend 
more money, so that is not the answer. 
A control and reduction of spending is 
what is needed.’’ 

And so I think about Bruce in Gar-
land and about all of the Bruces in Gar-

land. You are talking about $100,000 
here and $100,000 there, and to para-
phrase the late Everett Dirkson, pretty 
soon you’re talking about real money. 

When we are helping each other out, 
let’s think about future generations 
who are going to end up paying for all 
of these earmarks. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HINCHEY. First of all, before I 
begin, I want to express my deep admi-
ration and appreciation to the chair-
man of this Environment and Interior 
Subcommittee, for the marvelous job 
he has done in putting this bill to-
gether. It is extraordinary in all that it 
does and improvements that it makes. 

Also, I express my appreciation to 
the ranking minority member, Mr. 
TIAHRT, and all of the good work he has 
done and his responsibility on this 
committee, and particularly with re-
gard to this bill. 

Ironically, I want to express my ap-
preciation to the gentleman from 
Texas because he gives me an oppor-
tunity to talk a little bit about the 
Maverick Concert Hall. 

This small amount of money in this 
bill would provide for the restoration 
work on this Maverick Concert Hall. 
The Maverick Concert Hall was 
handbuilt in 1916 in a very unique rus-
tic style. It was done so by famed Mav-
erick Art Colony founder and philoso-
pher Hervey White. Local carpenters 
put the building together, along with a 
band of resident ‘‘maverick’’ artists 
and volunteers. 

The Maverick Art Colony was a key 
element in the emergence of Wood-
stock, New York, as a nationally influ-
ential art colony. 

Now on the National Register of His-
toric Places, the hall is the home of the 
oldest continuous summer chamber 
music series anywhere in the United 
States. For 91 years, America’s leading 
professional artists have presented 
summer concerts at the hall. The 
acoustics in this rural building are 
nearly perfect. Maverick concerts be-
came the prototype for other summer 
music festivals, taking music from the 
cities and bringing them into rural, bu-
colic settings. 

True to the egalitarian spirit of the 
original colony, the concerts are of-
fered to the public and free for children 
and at very affordable prices in a love-
ly wooded surrounding for adults. 

It is a marvelous place, and I am very 
proud to be the sponsor of this piece of 
this bill which would provide this very 
modest amount of funding for this par-
ticular project in the town of Wood-
stock, New York. 

With regard to some of the things 
that the author and the sponsor of this 
amendment have put forward, I think 
it is important for all of us to recog-
nize that he is very grossly mistaken 
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in some of the things that he said. For 
example, there are no tax increases in 
this budget, and no tax increases in 
any of the things that we are dealing 
with here today. 

In fact, what we are trying to do, this 
new Democratic majority in this House 
of Representatives and in the Senate as 
well, what we are trying to do is to re-
balance the budget because in the sev-
eral terms that my good friend from 
Texas, the sponsor of this amendment 
has been part of, we have increased the 
national debt by a huge amount of 
money. We have almost doubled the na-
tional debt while he was in the major-
ity party and voting for all of those 
things that brought about that in-
crease in the national debt, almost 
doubling it. 

He has been responsible, along with 
some others, really placing future gen-
erations deeply, deeply in debt. 

He talks about the need to be respon-
sible in the way we provide Federal fi-
nancing for issues across the country. I 
would simply remind the sponsor of 
this amendment that on a per capita 
basis, far more Federal money goes 
into the State of Texas than goes into 
the State of New York, for example. 

So with that fact in mind, if he was 
really sincere and serious about what 
he is saying, then he would be recom-
mending that the people in his district 
reject the Federal funding that they 
are receiving. I don’t advise him to do 
that, but I do advise him to be more se-
rious, be more sincere, be more knowl-
edgeable and understanding about your 
responsibilities here, the kinds of 
things that we are obliged to do, par-
ticularly in the context of the way we 
are authorized under the Constitution 
to provide for the people of this coun-
try. To spend the money appropriately, 
intelligently, doing good things for all 
of the people. 

Mr. TIAHRT understands that. It is 
quite clear in the way that he has 
helped put this bill together. And, of 
course, Mr. DICKS understands it very 
well. And we understand it, too. That is 
why we are going to be supporting this 
bill very enthusiastically and why I 
ask everyone here to reject this amend-
ment from our friend from Texas. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

I want to commend the gentleman 
from New York for his participation on 
our subcommittee and for all of his 
good work during the year. 

I must say, a performing arts facility 
in a town can be such a fantastic thing. 
One thing I hope my colleague from 
Texas remembers is that the local com-
munity has to match the money. I 
think in this case this is a grant of 
$150,000 to Save America’s Treasures 
which clearly this is one of. And then 
the local community has to raise 
$150,000, and out of that there are im-
provements to the facility and the 
structure that are done over a period of 
time. 

Again, as we analyzed all of these 
projects, this is exactly what we had in 

mind. This legislation was authorized 
by Congress. And I would mention also 
that Mrs. Bush has her program, the 
Preserve America Program, which our 
committee has supported. Mr. TIAHRT 
has been a strong supporter of that pro-
gram. I saw Mrs. Bush the other night 
and I told her we were working hard to-
gether up here to try and preserve this 
program, which does exactly the same 
things as Save America’s Treasures. 
There may be a nuance or two, but ba-
sically it is the same thing. 

So again, I support the Hinchey 
project and oppose the gentleman from 
Texas’s amendment. I appreciate the 
good work of my colleague from New 
York over all of the years we have been 
on this committee together. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 74 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 74 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this Act may be used 
for the Bremerton Public Library. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would prohibit funds 
in the bill from being used for the 
Bremerton Public Library Restoration 
Project in Bremerton, Washington. The 
supplement to the committee report 
provides $150,000 for this project. 

According to a 2001 article in the 
Kitsap Business Journal, restoration of 
the building previously received a 
$100,000 grant from the Bill and 
Melinda Gates Foundation. An equal 
amount was provided by the local gov-
ernment. The building is described in 
the same article as being a unique art 
deco style building. The Bill and 
Melinda Gates Foundation has an en-
dowment apparently of over $30 billion, 
and as of April 2007, the State of Wash-
ington was projected to have the 
eighth largest surplus in the country 
at $1.23 billion. 

So, again, I question not that good 
things can’t be done with these Federal 

funds, not that this is not a project 
worthy of preservation and restoration, 
I simply question the wisdom again of 
using Federal taxpayer funds on such a 
project given the background. And I 
will respectfully disagree with the gen-
tleman who spoke before me, the gen-
tleman from New York, given the larg-
est tax increase in history. He may not 
believe it is the largest tax increase in 
history, but The Washington Post, not 
exactly a bastion of conservative jour-
nalism wrote: ‘‘And while House Demo-
crats say they want to preserve key 
parts of Bush’s signature tax cuts, they 
project a surplus in 2012 only by assum-
ing that all of these cuts expire on 
schedule in 2010.’’ 

It may be an expiration to the gen-
tleman from New York, but to the peo-
ple of the Fifth Congressional District 
of Texas, it smacks of a big tax in-
crease. 

And as I look at all of the different 
projects that have been brought forth 
tonight, I just ask myself a question: Is 
there any good project back home that 
apparently is not worth a Federal sub-
sidy? If we say ‘‘yes’’ to all of these 
projects today, I fear we will be saying 
‘‘no’’ to our children’s future tomor-
row. 

Again, where is this money coming 
from? Government will be paid for. Ei-
ther you are increasing taxes on the 
American people through the largest 
tax increase in American history, or 
you are going to pass on taxes even fur-
ther by not doing anything to reform 
entitlement spending. That is the real 
fiscal tragedy. That is where the real 
scandal is. It is in the $50 trillion of un-
funded obligations and not one word, 
not one word, Mr. Chairman, in the 
Democrat budget about what to do in 
entitlement spending. 

Instead we have, again, local project 
after local project after local project. 
Maybe we have fewer than we had last 
year, and I assume the chairman is ac-
curate when he says that and I salute 
him for that. But still, given the fact 
that the Federal Government is spend-
ing roughly $23,000 per American fam-
ily, the largest level since World War 
II, given that the Democrat majority, 
over the course of 5 years, is about to 
impose a $3,000 increase in taxes on 
those same families, and given that we 
still have a Federal deficit that I have 
fought against since I have been here, 
often battling with my own party lead-
ership, something I wish some of the 
people on the other side of the aisle 
who espouse a similar philosophy, I 
wish they would raise their voices oc-
casionally. 

Again, I would like to say that as 
worthy as many of these projects are, 
America’s true treasures are the treas-
ures to be found in the family, those 
dreams that are discussed around the 
kitchen table. That dream of launching 
that first small business, that dream of 
being able to finally send the first child 
to college. That dream of actually 
being able to afford the health care 
premiums to make sure that the family 
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is well. Those are America’s true treas-
ures, and those are the treasures that I 
am trying to preserve. 

We have to go further in changing 
the culture of spending and not expend-
ing funds for any purpose simply be-
cause we think of it or because we say 
good things can be done. Better things 
can be done when the taxpayers keep 
their own money. 

b 1945 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. This is an amendment 
that affects a project in my hometown 
of Bremerton, Washington. 

The downtown Bremerton library 
building opened in August 1938. Now, 
that may sound recent, but, remember, 
Washington has only been a State since 
1889. The building was funded under the 
Works Progress Administration. The 
WPA was one of Franklin Roosevelt’s 
principal public works programs that 
helped America recover from the Great 
Depression. The building is constructed 
in an art deco style which was a signa-
ture style during the twenties and thir-
ties and a favorite today of preserva-
tionists across the country. The build-
ing has a large rotunda with skylights. 
Because of its distinctive style, the li-
brary remains one of the most attrac-
tive buildings in downtown Bremerton. 
Like many art deco buildings, the li-
brary has a very bright color, in this 
case a vibrant yellow. 

The downtown Bremerton library 
was constructed on land that has 
housed a library for nearly a hundred 
years. When this library opened in 1938, 
it served as the main library. The City 
of Bremerton and Kitsap County com-
bined their library system in 1955. In 
1978, a new headquarters library was 
built for the regional system and the 
downtown library became a branch li-
brary. 

The library in downtown Bremerton 
has been undergoing rehabilitation for 
the last 11⁄2 years. The city invested 
$100,000 last year in general fund 
money and $100,000 from its community 
development block grant funds. These 
were matched with $100,000 from Kitsap 
County and $100,000 from the Gates 
Foundation. The moneys were spent re-
placing windows and doors, remodeling 
bathrooms, rebuilding the roof and 
other structural improvements which 
brought the building, to a reasonable 
degree at least, up to current building 
codes and took care of pressing life/ 
safety concerns. This year, the city is 
spending an additional $200,000 in gen-
eral fund money to replace the existing 
heating, cooling and air ventilation 
system, to remove asbestos from the 
heating plant and associated piping, re-
place much of the building’s plumbing, 
and to rewire the entire building for 
additional electrical capacity and 
other modern communication equip-
ment. 

When I was a kid growing up in 
Bremerton, Washington, this was the 
library that I used to go to with my 
mother and father and my younger 
brother, Les. Bremerton is a city where 
we have the Puget Sound Naval Ship-
yard, probably the most effective and 
productive shipyard in the United 
States. We have about 10,000 workers 
working there, and we have thousands 
of sailors who are home-ported in 
Bremerton and at the Trident sub-
marine base at Bangor. I would like to 
think that this facility would be avail-
able to those men and women serving 
us in the military and for all of those 
thousands of government employees 
who work in the Kitsap County area. 
This is a good project. The money that 
we are providing, $150,000, will be 
matched by the city of Bremerton. 
They’ve already put in a lot of addi-
tional money. And this is a partner-
ship. This is one of those good projects 
where there’s a partnership. 

I urge my colleagues to strongly op-
pose this amendment and to support 
this worthy project. 

I would also say, again, to the gen-
tleman, this is such a dramatic rever-
sal, what we have done on this side of 
the aisle on earmarks from the com-
parison when the other side took 
power. In 1994, there were about a thou-
sand earmarks. In 2006, there were 
13,000 earmarks. 

The other thing I would suggest, too, 
it’s one thing to go after the projects of 
your colleagues, but the President has 
what we would call earmarks, execu-
tive branch earmarks in this budget. If 
the gentleman was evenhanded in his 
approach, and I think he has been very 
fair in how he has selected these 
projects, but if he was evenhanded, he 
would go after some of the things that 
the President requests. As I said, the 
Preserve America Program is almost 
identical to Save America’s Treasures, 
but I don’t notice the gentleman offer-
ing an amendment on that particular 
project. No, I don’t want to incentivize 
him, but I guess we can’t because there 
is a unanimous consent agreement. 

But, again, I appreciate what the 
gentleman is saying, and it is impor-
tant. Dealing with the entitlements 
where two-thirds of our spending is has 
got to be done, and I hope that we can 
approach those problems just the same 
way as the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. TIAHRT) and I have approached 
this problem, with approving only one 
in ten of the projects that were re-
quested from our colleagues. 

Again, it is our power. Don’t give up 
Congress’s power of the Constitution, 
which is the power of the purse. That 
would be a tragic mistake that would 
haunt this House for many years. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Com-
mittee will rise informally. 

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. AN-
DREWS) assumed the chair. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a 
bill and a concurrent resolution of the 
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 1612. An act to amend the penalty provi-
sions in the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act, and for other purposes. 

S. Con. Res. 25. Concurrent resolution con-
demning the recent violent actions of the 
Government of Zimbabwe against peaceful 
opposition party activists and members of 
civil society. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ANDREWS 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. ANDREWS: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following new section: 
SEC. 4ll. None of the funds made avail-

able in this Act may be used to plan, design, 
study, or construct, for the purpose of har-
vesting timber by private entities or individ-
uals, a forest development road in the 
Tongass National Forest. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 21⁄2 minutes. 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Alaska, who no doubt 
will oppose this amendment, is a prin-
cipled and fierce advocate for his con-
stituents. And over the years, the tax-
payers of the country have financed 
the construction of 5,000 miles of roads 
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